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Current Topics. 


Land Transfer. 

THREE WEEKS or so ago, the President of the Law Society 
informed a meeting of the members that the Lord Chancellor 
was considering the suggestions made by the Council for the 
amendment and simplification of the law of real property, and 
that negotiations were going on at that time. If the statement 
made by the Z'imes Parliamentary Correspondent on Tuesday, 
that “the Lord Chancellor will introduce in the House of Lords 
this session a Bill relating to the registration of the title of land, 
which will be based on the report of the Land ‘Transfer Com- 
mission,” is correct, it is to be feared that the negotiations 
referred to by the President have broken down. 


Lord Alverstone. 

MUCH CONCERN was occasioned on Monday by the news that 
the Lord Chief Justice, after his arrival at Newcastle to take 
the Newcastle and Northumberland Assizes, had been seized 
with a sudden heart attack. No details are given as to the pre- 
cise symptoms, which in such cases, of course, vary greatly, 
both as regards the nature and the seriousness of the illness, 
Subsequent accounts up to Thursday were uniformly favourable, 
and it seems to have been anticipated that Lord ALVERSTONE 
might be able to return to town at the end of this week, 
Everyone will hope that the indisposition 1s only temporary, 


The New Public Trustee Rules. 

THE DRAFT of a new set of Public Trustee Rules has been 
issued, intended to be in substitution for the rules of 1907, 
The definitions contained in rule 1 are extended, 80 as to 
make “trust” include any trust, duty, or office which the 
Public Trustee is authorized by the Act or rules to accept ; 
and so as to make “trust instruments” include an Act of 
Parliament or order of court by which a trust is created 
or declared. This extension appears to be preparatory to 
rule 6, which increases the scope of the Public Trustee’s 
functions. Under the corresponding old rule (r. 7) that 
official was authorized to accept any trust created by a {trust 
instrument or arising on an intestacy, and to accept probates 
and letters of administration, ‘To these are now added the 
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acceptance of any duty incident to the offices of (1) guardian of 
any infant; (2) committee or receiver of the estate of a lunatic 
or quasi-committee under section 116 of the Lunacy Act, 1890 ; 
and (3) agent or attorney for any person, where the execution of 
a trust is involved. The addition, however, is “ subject to the 
Act,” and it does not appear that the Act authorizes any of 
these matters, so that their inclusion in the rules requires 
explanation. The power of the Public Trustee to accept, 
under exceptional circumstances, a trust which involves 
the management or carrying on of a business is continued (r. 7) ; 
but, save with the consent of the Treasury, only for a short time, 
not exceeding eighteen months, and with a view to sale or 
winding-up, and if there is no risk of loss. The first c’ause of the 
old rule 10, prescribing the persons who might apply to the 
Public Trustee to act as trustee, is cancelled, being apparently 
unnecessary, but, except where he is appointed by a testator, his 
consent to act as trustee must first be obtained, and the former 
rules prescribing the manner in which this consent can be obtained 
are repeated (new rules 9, 11). The functions of the Public 
Trustee include the administration of small estates ; that is, less 
than £1,000 capital value. The former rules in this connection 
are repeated, including the rules giving the Public Trustee, for 
the purposes of administration, the administrative powers and 
authorities of a Master of the Supreme Court, and enabling him 
to take the opinion of a judge without judicial proceedings. 


Safeguards in the Public Trustee’s Office. 


THE FORMER rule 18, which enabled the Public Trustee to 
take and use professional advice and assistance in regard to legal 
and other matters, and to act on credible information (though less 
than legal evidence) as to matters of fact, is transposed, and now 
appears in identical terms as rule 26. Rule 17 repeats the pro- 
visions of the old rule 20 as to the Public Trustee’s powers of 
investment—that is, in investments authorized by the trust 
instrument or by law; but the new rules introduce provisions 
designed to prevent any securities being disposed of or cheques 
drawn except upon two signatures; that is, by the Public 
Trustee and a co-trustee, or by the Public Trustee and another 
official, or by two authorized officials (rules 18, 22). Thus the 
Public Trustee recognizes the prudence of introducing into his 
office the precaution which requires trust funds to be under the 
coutrol of at least two trustees. The former rule 23, which pro- 
vided for the audit of the accounts and securities of the Public 
Trustee, is transposed, and is repeated as rule 38, but without 
reference to the Controller and Anditor-General. The audit 
will be by such persons as the Treasury appoint. Rule 29 
reproduces rule 32, and enables persons interested in the 
trust property to inspect the Public Trustee’s books, and 
obtain copies or extracts and information—thus giving the 
same rights as the beneficiary has against a private trustee; but 
subject thereto, the Public ‘Trustee is to preserve strict secrecy. 
Rule 30 repeats, with some variation, the list of companies or 
bodies empowered to act as custodian trustees, but introduces 
words disabling them f.om doing this so long as they hold out 
that any liability for their acts attaches to the Public Trustee 
or the Consolidated Fund. Since nothing in the Public Trustee 
Act, 1906, sugge-ts such a liability, it is not clear why the pro- 
vision is introduced. Section 13 of the Act enables a beneficiary 
to obtain through the Public Trustee an investigation and 
audit of a private trustee’s accounts, and the Public Trustee 
may impose the costs on the estate, or require them to be paid 
either by the trustee or the applicant. The rules dealing with 
stich applications have been revised, and the Public Trustee may, 
as a condition of audit, require security for any costs which may 
be ordered to be paid by the applicant personally ; and may, in 
his absolute discretion, limit the investigation and audit to a 
specified period, or a specified part of the trust property. Rule 
39, which seems to be new, empowers any officer of the Public 
Trustee, authorized by him in writing, to take any oath, make 
any declaration, verify any account, and give personal attend- 
ance at any court or place. The provisions with respect to 
deputy public trustees are now contained in rule 42, but, so far, 
the work of the office does not appear to have called for the 
establishment of branch offices or the appointment of deputies. 











Suspensory Awards in Workmen’s Compensation 
Cases. 

A point which for a long time has been regarded as doubtful 
has been finally settled by the House of Lords in 7ylor v. London 
and North Western Railway Co. (Times, February 19th). The 
plaintiff was a workman who had been injured by an accident 
arising out of, and in the course of, his employment ; his cass had 
been adjudicated upon, and compensation awarded him by the 
late Judge BAcoN. Subsequently he recovered, apparently, his 
full earning capacity, and in pursuance of Paragraph 16 in 
Schedule 1 to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, the 
employing company took out a summons before the judge to 
review the award. That paragraph provides that “ Any weekly 
payment may be reviewed at the request either of the employer 
or of the workman, and on such review may be ended, diminished 
or increased.” Now, it was held in the leading case on the point 
(Nicholson v. Piper, 1907, A. C. 215) that under this rule the 
county court judge had no power to review an award after 
he had once reviewed it and ended the payment altogether. 
In such a case he was functus officio as statutory arbitrator, 
and the right to compensation was gone, even if the 
original accident should at a later date cause a revival of the 
workman’s disability. To avoid this danger, it has become the 
practice of county court judges to diminish the payment to some 
nominal sum, such as ld. per week, instead of ending it 
altogether ; they then retain their power to review it upon new 
circumstances arising. In the present case Judge Bacon made 
an order which was intended by him to put an end to the weekly 
payments altogether, although, owing to the incorrect terms in 
which the order was drawn, it was possible to argue before the 
Court of Appeal and the House of Lords that he had not, in fact, 
terminated the agreement. The House of Lords emphatically 
reaffirmed the principle of Nicholson v. Piper (supra), but sug- 
gested a novel way out of the difficulty which arises when the 
incapacity has temporarily ceased, but may return at some future 
date. The suggestion was to the effect that the judge in such a 
case should make a “‘suspensory award,” i.¢., an award suspend- 
ing payment during a specified interval of time, at the end of 
which another application to review could be made. It has 
hitherto been generally feared that this obviously convenient 
course was ultra vires, and the approval accorded to it by the 
House of Lords will no doubt cause it to be greatly utilized in 
practice. 

The Abuse of Interrogatories. 

Ever since the Judicature Acts placed in the hands of 
common law judges the power to allow interrogatories, there 
has been a tendency to abuse that unfamiliar weapon, and to turn 
it to purposes undreamt of in the philosophy of the equity 
judges who invented and fashioned it. A common practice in 
the King’s Bench Division is to interrogite a defendant upon 
every paragraph of his defence at a length, and in a manner, 
which resembles rather the cross-examination of a witness than 
the elucidation of issues in a pleading. There is an object in 
this policy, since a careless or too candid answer to interrogatories 
may amount to an admission of facts denied specifically in the 
pleading, and may enable an astute plaintiff to put down a 
motion for judgment on the strength ot those admissions. This 
short way of capturing a judgment is possible under ord. 32, 
r. 6; formerly it was very little resorted to, and was not 
readily acceded to by the court, but the existence of heavy 
arrears in the King’s Bench Division has of late years encouraged 
a much freer resort to devices of this kind. A good instance of 
the growing tendency to press the power of interrogating the 
other side is to be found in Beadon v. Capital Syndicate and Others, 
which came before the Court of Appeal on Friday last (7Z%mes, 
February 16th). The plaintiff, a music-ball artist, had entered 
into agreements with several defendants, one of whom had 
employed as agent the London Theatre of Varieties (Limited). 
The plaintiff claimed damages against the various defendants on 
a charge of conspiracy ; it was wlleged that they had conspired 
together to get her performance hooted on the stage. Among the 
interrogatories administered by the plaintiff to the London 
Theatre of Varieties (Limited), were two which asked whether 
certain parties were in the employment of the Capital Syndicate, 
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one of the defendants. The reply to these interrogatories 
averred that the parties in question were engaged by the 
manager of the theatres at which they officiated, and that the 
defendants would contend that they were not inthe employment 
of the company. Upon receiving this reply, the plaintiff took 
out a summons for further and better answers, alleging that the 
reply actually put in was evasive, and the judge in chambers 
made an order to that effect. Upon appeal, however, the Court of 
Appeal reversed this order, holding that the defendants could 
not be compeiled to answer upon oath a question which involved 
aconclusion of law. The fact that it should have been necessary 
to go to the Court of Appeal upon so obvious a point is 
characteristic of the partiality for interrogatories which is 
found among the common law judges of to-day. 


Duress by Prosecution. 

IN THE case of Greenberg v. A flictilite Celluloid Syndicate 
(Limited), and others, which was settled before Mr. Justice 
SWINFEN Eapy early on Monday (7'imes, February 20th), the 
plaintiff's claim was of a very unusual and interesting nature. 
The plaintiff bad been possessed of certain business and secret 
processes which he agreed to sell to the syndicate in consider- 
ation of cash and shares in a company to be floated by them; 
at subsequent dates he entered into two further agreements 
with them. Shortly after the execution of one of the latter 
agreements, an information was preferred against him by one of 
the defendants, alleging that he had obtained certain moneys by 
fraud ; he alleged that this charge was made against him to put 
pressure upon him to meet certain demands of the defendants, 
and that under duress of the criminal proceedings he executed 
another agreement dated the 6th of October, 191]. He brought 
this present action to obtain the cancellation and delivery to him 
of this last agreement, on the ground that he had signed it under 
duress. After the action had lasted for some days, it was settled 
with the assent of the judge: each party withdrew all charges 
against the others; the terms were to be handed to the 
Public Prosecutor, who was to receive a full print of the 
evidence. It is, of course, settled law that a promise made under 
duress is not enforceable in our courts; and the initiation of 
criminal proceedings may amount to such duress. The compara 
tively recent case of Kaufman v. Gerson (1904, 1 K. B. 591) is an 
instructive case upon the point. The defendant there had 
agreed in France to pay certain moneys to save her husband 
from a prosecution ; the contract was admittedly good by the 
law of France, where the contract was made and the alleged 
offence had occurred. The defendant came to England, and was 
sued for the balance ; she raised the defence of “duress.” Mr, 
Justice Wricut enforced the contract, on the ground that the 
contract was good by the law of France, where it was made, and 


held not to be “copies” of sheets of music within the Copyright 
Act, 1842, it would have been impossible for the plaintiff to 
have relied on any statutory right. But the common law 
right claimed was held to give the plaintiff no better title, and 
the action was dismissed by Mr. Justice Joyce in the 
first instance. The plaintiff then appealed, but with no better 
success, and the Court of Appeal held that the decision below 
was right, and the action was not maintainable. The Master 
of the Kolls expressly pointed out that this was not a claim 
based on infringement before publication, but the plaintiff claimed 
a common law right to perpetually restrain the defendants from 
| making use of the musical ideas which the plaintiff had made 
public under the protection of the Copyright Acts. For this 
there was no justification. The right claimed was non-existent, 
since the law had never yet “recognized any property in an 
idea, expressed, not in language, but in some form of notation, 
after it had once been made public.” It is, indeed, difficult to 
see how the common law right, as distinct from the statutory 
right, could be maintained, and the Court of Appeal has simply 
in effect followed Boosey v. Whight (supra). That decision, how- 
ever, will have been superseded and abrogated when the Copy- 
right Act, 1911, comes into force on the lst of July (or possibly 
earlier). The new Act, whilst doing away with all common law 
rights of copyright (section 31), does recognize the reproduction 
of music and words by means of mechanical instruments and 
contrivances as one method of infringing an author’s statutory 
copyright. Se-tion 1 (2) defines “copyright” as the right of 
reproducing a work “in any material form whatsoever,” and 
includes the sole right, in the case of literary, dramatic, or 
musical works, “to make any record, perforated roll, cinemato- 
graph film, or other contrivance by means of which the work 
may be mechanically performed or delivered.” Section 19 is a 
lengthy section dealing with the rights conferred on owners of 
records and similar contrivances, where these have been made 
by the author’s consent, and where they have been made before 
the commencement of the Act. The various rights under these 
new “copies” of works will probably be extremely difficult to 
adjust. 

The Scarcity of Cottages in Rural Districts. 

THOSE WHO are interested in the poor laws of this and other 
countries are well axare that an increase in pauperism is 
often attributed to the migration of agricultural labourers to 
London and the larger manufacturing towns, and among the 
causes assigned for this movement are the scarcity of cottages 
and the unwillingness of landowners to add to their number. 
Strong evidence that this argument would not have satisfied the 
legislators of past ages is to be found in the Act of 31 Eliz. ¢. 7, 
“against the erecting aid maintaining of cottages,” which was 








therefore should not be regarded as invalid in our courts on the 
groucd of public policy, unless the French rule of law could 
be regarded as utterly repugnant to ‘civilization and morality. 
The Court of Appeal reversed this decision, and disallowed the 
contract ; they held that the English courts will not countenance 
the entering into an agreement under stress of criminal proceed- 
ings, even when it is made abroad in a civilized country where the 
validity of such contracts is recognized. 


Copyright in Gramophone Records. 

THE CASE of Monckton v. Gramophone Co. (reported ante, p. 270) 
deserves notice, if only that it will prove to be one of the last 
cases in which infringement by mechanical reproduction of music 
has been held to give no cause of action. The plaintiff was the 
author of the words and music of a song; the defendants were | 
manufacturers of gramophones and gramophone records, and | 
had copied or printed the plaintiff’s song on sheets of vulcanized | 
india-rubber in such a way that the song could be reproduced | 
by the gramophone. ‘The plaintiff sought to restrain the | 
defendants from making these records, on the ground that he 
was exclusively entitled to make or authorize the making of gramo- | 
phone sheets for the performance of his musical composition. The | 
right claimed, however, was not based on statutory copyright, 
either literary or dramatic, but on a supposed common law right 
of proprietorship in his own work. After the case of Boosey v. 
Whight (1900, 1 Ch. 122), indeed, where perforated rolls were 





passed “ for the avoiding of the great inconveniences which are 
found by experience to grow by the erecting and building of 
great numbers of cottages which are daily more and more 
increased in many parts of this realm.” It is therefore enacted 
that no person shall within this reafm of England make, build 
or erect, or cause to be made, builded or erected any manner of 
cottage for habitation or dwelling unless the same person do 
assign and lay to the same cottage or building four acres of 
ground at the least, being his or her own freehold and inheritance, 
lying near to the said cottage, to be continually occupied and 
manured therewith so long as the same cottage shall be inhabited, 
under a penalty of £10 for each offence. Subsequent sections 
exempt from the operation of the Act cottages erected in any 
city or town corporate, cottages for the necessary and convenient 
habitation or dwelling of workmen in mineral works, coal mines 
or quarries, sailors’ cottages, and cottages in forests inhabited 
only by underkeepers or warreners for the good keeping of the 
deer or other game. It is not always easy to appreciate the 
scope and design of some of the earlier English statutes ; but the 


lawmakers of ELIZABETH seem to have considered that “three 


acres and a cow” was not an extravagant provision for the 
humblest tiller of the soil. 
Appearance under Protest. 


THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Keymer v. Reddy 
(1913, 1 K. B. 215) contains an important statement of the 
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practice as to appearance under protest when a defendant wishes 
to object to the jurisdiction. Ordinarily a party appearing in 
proceedings waives any right to object to the jurisdiction, but 
this right is retained if he enters an appearance under protest 
(Firth & Sons v. De Las Rivas, 1893, 1 Q. B. 768), or if the 
appearance is expressed to be conditional (see Hein vy. Stein, 
1892, 1 Q. B. 753). But it is incumbent on the defendant to 
take steps promptly to set aside the writ, and hence there has 
arisen a practice in the Central Office to require the fiat of a 
master for entering an appearance under protest, and the fiat 
states the time within which the defendant must apply (Annual 
Practice, 1912, p. 121). In the event of his not doing so 
within the time limited, the appearance is treated as uncon- 
ditional. In the present case the defendant was a merchant 
in Madras, and a period of eight weeks was limited for him 
to apply to set aside the writ, but, owing to accidental circum- 
stances, this period elapsed without the application being made. 
Thereupon Lusu, J., in chambers, held that he had no juris- 
diction to extend the time, but the Court of Appeal have 
decided that no formal extension was required. It may 
be a useful practice to state at the outset a time within which 
the protest to the jurisdiction must be made effective ; otherwise 
the plaintiff might be indefinitely delayed. And if the time 
expires without application by the defendant, it may then be 
assumed that he does not intend to proceed with his protest. 
But this is no bar to his doing so. He has an absolute right, 
so the Court of Appeal held, to enter an appearance under 
protest, and no terms imposed by the master can make that 
appearance unconditional. The neglect to apply within the time 
is a primd facie abandonment of the protest, but it does not 
preclude a subsequent application if the defendant can explain 


the delay. 
Society Divorces. 


THE ATTENTION of those who are in the habit of perusing 
the daily papers is, from time to time, attracted by reports of 
what are called “Society divorces.” In these cases the parties 
to a divorce petition are of good.social position ; the evidence is 
conflicting, and the case is conducted on both sides by counsel 
of eminence. Newspapers compete with each other in presenting 
their readers with a verbatim report of the evidence, much of 
which has a strong resemblance to the chronicles of French 
libraries ; the court is often crowded by idlers, and it is only of 
late years that there has been any interference with the labours 
of those who take snapshot portraits of the witnesses. These 
protracted trials and these protracted reports are undoubtedly an 
evil, but it is not easy to suggest an effective remedy. Suitors 
who are rich enough to retain leading counsel and to get up 
evidence with little regard to expense are able to prolong the 
hearing of a cause in a manner which is often beyond the control 
of the court. It has been strongly recommended that divorce 
eases should be heard in private. There is a difficulty in 
discriminating between certain cases and the remainder, and the 
nation does not seem to be quite reconciled to the proposition 
that the public should on all occasions be excluded from the 
court. The Report of the Commission on the Law and Practice 
of Divorce ought certainly to deal with this important subject, 


and it is to be hoped that it may sooner or later act as a salutary | 
| ham v. Pitty (4 W. R. 122, 17 C. B. 299), that land, parcel of a 


guide to the uncertain opinion of the public. 
Surnames as Trade-Marks. 


THE QUESTION of the registration of a surname as a trade- 
mark came again before the court in the cases of Ie H. J. Lea 
(Limited) Trade Mark and Re William McEwan & Co. (Limited), 
Trade-Mark, in which Joyce, J., gave judgment on Monday last. 
The first was an application to register “ Boardman ” for tobacco, 
the second to register “McEwan” for beer. ‘ Boardman’s 
mixture” had been for many years sold, and asked for as such ; 
and ** McEwa1” was allsged to have been generally understoo] 
for many years a3 referring exclusively to, and indicating, the 
beer of Villiam McEwin & Co., and their predecessors ; but in 
neither case had, as the learned judge found on the evidence, the 
nam3 been in actual uss asa trade-mark. The question, there- 
fore, in each caso resolved itself into this; Was the name 


distinctive, i.¢., adopted to distinguish the goods of the proprietor 
from those of other persons? ‘The learned judge answered this 
question in the negative, and held that both applications failed. 
His view appears to be that no surname can be “ distinctive,” 
and therefore that no surname can be registered as a trade- 
mark under section 9 (5) of the Trade-Mark Acts, 1905. 
Probably the last word on this subject bas not yet been said ; 
but a trader who wishes to use his name as his trade-mark 
cannot be too strongly advised to use it “represented in a 
special or particular manner” so as to fall within section 9 (1) 
of the Act. 








Ancient Freeholds. 


Some little confusion is occasionally caused in the investigation 
of a title to the various tenements of a manor by the discovery 
of the existence of a class of tenants, still surviving in some parts 
of the country, whose holdings, which are perhaps most properly 
described as “ancient freeholds,” are intermixed with other 
manorial lands, but are themselves of a somewhat special tenure. 
The tenements in question are not copyholds, for they are not 
expressed to be held “at the will of the lord,” nor are they 
such as those which, though frequently called “customary free- 
holds,” are more correctly stykd “free” or “ privileged copy- 
holds,” and which are held, not “at the will of the lord,” but 
“ according to the custom of the manor.” 


Both copyholds, strictly so called, and such free copyholds 
as above, pass by surrender and admittance in the usual form ; 
both are held by copy of court roll; in both the freehold is in 
the lord of the manor, and in both it is an essential part of 
the title that some part of it should be perfected in the lord’s 
court, 

The position, however, of ancient freeholds differs substantially 
from that of either of the above two last-mentioned forms of 
property. Although they are always held of some manor, and 
may be affected to some extent by the manorial customs, or some 
of them, so that their tenants may resemble copyholders in some 
respects, such as a liability to customary heriots and reliefs, 
fines, and the like, yet they are in their essence freeholds, with 
the freehold in the tenant ; their transfer or alienation inter vivos 
is effected, in the absence of any special custom to the conirary, 
by ordinary conveyance, without the necessity of any licence 
from, or act of, the lord, or liability to interference on his part ; 
and, even if the custom prescribes admittance after such aliena- 
tion, the admittance is only for the purpose of marking the 
change of tenancy and to enable the lord to claim any fines or 
dues receivable by him on the occasion. The actual alienation or 
transfer is thus often followed by the execution by the grantee of 
an independent instrument whereby he acknowledges that he holds 
the lands of the lord by free deed, fealty, suit of court, a yearly 
rent, payment of a relief, or otherwise as the case may be, and 
there is sometimes an enrolment of this instrument of acknowledg- 
ment. 

Such accessories to the actual alienation do not make the 
tenements copvhold or other than freebold, or the tenant other 
than a freehold tenant ; and it was accordingly held, in Passing- 


manor, held in fee and alienable by ordinary assurance, without 
any licence from the lord, or enrolment, surrender, or admittance in 
the Manor Court, was a freehold conferring the county franchise, 
although the owner, at the time of acquiring the land, had 
“acknowledged to hold freely of the lord by free deed, fealty, 
suit of court, and the yearly rent of fourpence,” and had paid 
fourpence for a relief. It was to this class of tenants that JERvVis, 
C.J., was referring in Passingham vy. Pitty (ubi supra), when he 





spoke of “free suitors, frecholders of a manor, constituting the 
Court Baron and the judges thereof”; and they seem to be 
intended by Romitty, M.R, in Warwick v. Queen's College, 
| Vxford (L. R. 10 Eq. 122), when he refers to freehold tenants as 
constituting the homage, with rights of socage tenure, and as claim- 
ing not by custom, but by a grant which existed before the time 
of legal memory, 
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The Effect of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1911. 
(3) As to Trusts (continued). 


(2) DrvoLuTION oF TRUSTS AND PowERs. 

THE extent to which trusts and powers are exerciseable by thg 
representatives ofa sole trustee or a sole surviving trustee has 
been the subject of numerous decisions, and though section 30 of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, introduced some simplification, 
recent decisions have shewn that it by no means got rid of the 
difficulties of the subject. A further attempt in this direction 
is made by section 8 of the present Act, which provides, by sub- 
section 1, that “until the appointment of new trustees, the 
personal representatives or representative for the time being of a 
sole trustee, or where there were two or more trustees, then of the 
last surviving or continuing trustee, shall be capable of exercising 
or performing any power or trust which was given to, or capable 
of being exercised by, the sole or last surviving or continuing 
trustee.” 

The case of survivorship of powers, as between several trustees, 
was provided for by section 38 of the Act of 1881 (now section 
22 of the Trustee Act, 1893), as regards trusts created by instru 
ments coming into operation after the 3lst December, 1881, and, 
where a power or trust is vested in two or more trustees jointly, 
then, unless the contrary is expressed in the trust instrument, 
the same may be exercised or performed by the survivor or 
survivors of them for the time being. But this enactment stopped 
short of recognizing devolution of the powers to the personal 
representatives of the survivor. Provision to this effect is made 
by section 38 (2) of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and the personal 
representatives of a last surviving or continuing trustee of a 
settlement for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts become the 
trustees of the settlement. As regards other trustees, the 
devolution of the powers is usually provided for by the trust 
instrument, and, even in the absence of a clause carrying the 
powers to personal representatives, it seems that for most pur- 
poses such representatives are entitled, until new trustees have 
been appointed, to regard themselves as trustees and to exercise 
the powers of trustees. 

Prior to the Conveyancing Act, 1881, there had been 
considerable controversy as to the power of a devisee of trust 
estates to exercise a power. It does not seem to have been 
doubted that powers were capable of devolving on death, and 
where the trust was originally expressed to be imposed on 
trustees and their heirs, the heir could exercise a trust for 
sale, though the last surviving trustee was not allowed to 
substitute a devisee for the heir by devising the trust estate : 
Cooke v. Crawford (13 Sim. 91). If, however, the trust was 
conferred on the trustees, their heirs and assigns, this was 
allowed, since the devisee was treated as an assign: Titley v. 
Wolstenholme (7 Beay. 425). Sir GEORGE JESSEL, in Oshorn to 
Rowlett (13 Ch. D. 774), made an attempt to abolish this 
distinction, and he held in that case that the trust followed the 
estate, so that any person who became entitled to the trust 
estate by devolution, testate or intestate, from the last surviving 
trustee, was entitled to perform the trusts and exercise the 
powers. This might well have been treated as overruling Cooke 
v. Crawford (supra), but in Re Morton & Hallett (15 Ch. D. 143) 
the Court of Appeal refused to acquiesce in this simplification 
of the law, and Cooke v. Crawford remained a binding authority 
until the Conveyancing Act, 1881, put an end to the possibility 
of a devise of trust estates. 

But the Conveyancing Act, 1881, while it made the trust 
estate necessarily devolve upon the personal representatives of 
the last surviving trustee, did not in terms vest in such personal 
representatives the power to perform the trusts. So far as it 
made the trust devolve, it did so in words which had a curiously 
restrictive effect, It enacted that the personal representatives 
for the time being of the deceased should be “deemed in law 
his heirs and assigns within the meaning of all trusts and 
powers.” This, of course, bad reference to the old forms under 
which the trusts were vested in the trustees, their heirs and 


representatives were substituted for heirs, and since under the 
former law the heir could have performed the trust, so now 
the personal representatives could do so. But it does not seem 
to have occurred to the framers of the Act, that, after the 
Legislature had forbidden the trust estate to devclve upon the 
heir, it would be inappropriate for draftsmen to go on conferring 
powers upon the heir, and in fact the reference to the heir is 
| sometimes omitted. It has been held, however, that the omission 
is fatal to the devolution of the powers on the personal repre- 
sentatives of the last surviving trustee: Re Crunden & Meux’s 
Contract (1909, 1 Ch. 690). Where the heir is mentioned, then 
he would, but for the statute, be able to perform the trust ; and 
the statute steps in and substitutes the personal representatives 
for him. But where the heir is not mentioned, the trust, as 
opposed to the trust estate, does not devolve—and the personal 
representatives take only the estate. 

Apart from this refinement, the personal representatives are 
entitled to be regarded as trustees ([?e Waidanis, 1908, 1 Ch. 
123), although they only fill that office until the appointment of 
new trustees, and on such appointment their functions as trustees 
cease, and the powers of the trust are thenceforth exerciseable 
by the new trustees: Fe Routledge (1909, 1 Ch. 280). Section 8 
of the present Act does not interfere with this result ; it operates 
only “until the appointment of new trustees.” But it gets rid 
of the «lifficulty caused by the concluding words of section 30 of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and the interpretation placed on 
them in Ke Crunden & Meuzx’s Contract (supra), and wherever a 
power or trust was exerciseable by the last surviving trustee, it 
will in future be exerciseable by his personal representatives. 
In other words, it will be no longer necessary to consider 
whether the power would, under the old law, have been exercise- 
able by the heir, and then substitute the personal representa- 
tives; it is sufficient that it was exerciseable by the deceased 
trustee. The section makes the trust descend with the trust 
estate, and thus adopts the principle of Osborn to Rowlett (supra). 

Section 8 takes effect subject to any contrary direction in 
the trust instrument, but, unless excluded, it applies to all trusts 
created by instruments coming into operation after the 31st 
of December, 1881 (sub-sections 2, 3); but it does not apply 
to copyholds where the trustees have been admitted (sub-section 
5). This is in accordance with the exclusion of copyholds from 
section 30 of the Act of 1881 (see Copyhold Act, 1894, s. 88, 
replacing section 45 of the Copyhold Act, 1887). Sub-section 5 
defines “ personal representative ” to mean an executor (original 
or by representation) or administrator, but it does not include 
an executor who has renounced or has not proved. Thus the 








assigns ; and where the old form was used, then the personal 





difficulty caused by Re Pawley (1900, 1 Ch. 58) will not arise 
in connection with the sectien. The effect of the section will 
be to shorten the devolution or definition clause in settlements 
and wills, and it will be sufficient to confer the powers on the 
trustees or trustee for the time being. 








Reviews. 
The Police Code. 


THe MerropourraN Portce Guipg, 1911. Edited by JAmEs 
Roserts, Barrister-at-Law. Eyre, Spottiswoode & Co. 

This edition of the Metropolitan Police Guide was issued last 
summer, but our review copy only reached us three weeks ago. 
Apparently it was not proposed, originally, to issue the work 
to the public-at-large, but to confine its circulation to officers of 
the Police Force. There seems to be no reason for a limitation of 
this kind, since the book is a most admirable compendium of 
the Police Code, if one can so style it, which prevails in England, 
and is calculated to be of the utmost assistance to every 
legal practitioner who undertakes criminal practice. The intro- 
ductory portion of the work is directed to explaining the 
statutes and regulations which control the police administration of 
the Metropolitan Police area ; but the remainder of the work deals 
in thorough detail with the numerous criminal and summary _juris- 
diction statutes which the station-inspector has to bear in mind when 
receiving or formulating a charge. A special feature of the work 
is the setting out at full length of all the relevant sections of 
each Act, as well as every important Home Office Order or 
Circular which has either public or administrative importance. This 
distinguishes the book from such works as Stone’s Justices’ Manual, 
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which covers approximately the same field, but condenses or 
summarizes the provisions of the statutes, instead of giving them at 
length. In addition, there is a brief but adequate commentary on 
each Act, and the leading cases are carefully noted. We may select 
for special mention the miscellaneous assortment of Cab Acts, which 
are carefully elucidated, and the admirable note on “ Identification.” 
We have consu'ted the numerous cases referred to in this note, and 
on which it is based; after doing so we cannot conceive how a 
better concise exposition of them could have beenframed. A useful 
guide, and one which deserves to be better known. 


Books of the Week. 


Housing and Town Planning,—The Housing, Town 
Planning &c., Act, 1909 (9 Ed. 7, ¢. 44), with Incorporated Provisions 
of the Housing Acts and all Orders issued by the Local Govern 
ment Board, together with full Explanatory Notes and Index. Third 
Edition. By Wintttam <A. Casson, Barrister-at Law. Chas. 
Knight & Co, (Limited), 

Public Health.—A Manual of Public Health Law. By 
Bertram Jacoss, Barrister at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Bar Examination.—Bar Examination Questions, with 
Answers. By J. A. Sugarwoop, Barrister-at-Law. Price 2s. net. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 





Points to be Noted. 


Common Law. 


Contract—Statute of Frauds, section 4.—Under the 4th 
section of the Statute of Frauds an agreement “that is not to be 
performed ” within one year from its making must be in writing. A 
contract of service or employment for a definite period exceeding a 
year, but determinable within the year under a power of determina- 
tion contained in it, is within the section and must be in writing. It 
is a different case from McGregor v. McGregor (37 W. R. 45; 21 
(). B. Div. 424), where the agreement was for an indefinite period 
determinable within the year —Hanan v. Enruicu (C. A. July 4; 
1911, 2 K. B. 1056). 

Bankruptcy—Proof—Gaming Debt—Money Lent to 
Pay a Lost Bet.—<A loan to enable A to pay for a bet which he 
has already made and lost is provable in A’s bankruptcy. in spite of 
the Gaming Act, 1892. It is not money paid “in respect of ” a 
gaming contract within section 1 of that Act.—Re O'SHEA ; Ex 
PARTE Lancaster (C. A., July 14th; 1911, 2 K. B. 981). 

Parliamentary Franchise—‘“Latchkey Vote ”—Land- 
lord’s Control—Rating.—A person claiming a vote as an 
occupier, being in fact the occupier of part of a dwelling-house in 
which his landlord lives and for the whole of which his landlord is 
rated, cannot succeed without proving that the landlord has agreed 
to surrender his right of control over the whole house (K. B. Div. 
Ct., Nov. 8th, 1910). Even then he cannot succeed unless his part 
of the whole dwelling-house is or can be separately rated (C. A., July 
20th).—Kent v. Firracy (55 Soxicrrors’ JourNAL, 687; 1911, 
2 K. B. 1102). 

If an inhabitant occupier is legally rated, but the rate is by agree 
ment collected from the owner, who is not legally rateable, the 
occupier is entitled to a vote.—Smiru v. Newman (K. B. Div. Ct., 
Oct. 24) (56 Soricrrors’ JoURNAL, 16 ; 1912, 1 K. B. 162). 


Workmen’s Compensation—-Redemption cf Weekly 





authority has done something (to a road, for instance), and an 
accident has occurred because that thing has been done imperfectly 
and negligently, the local authority is liable for misfeasance ; it is 
not a case of nonfeasance, even if the accident, in fact, occurred 
through an omission. Nonfeasance is the omission to do anything 
at all—McCiettanp v. MANCHESTER CoRPOoRATION (Lush, J 
Oct. 25) (1912, 1 K. B., 118). 


New Orders, &c. 
The Public Trustee Rules, 19 .* 
DATED, 19 . 

I, Tue Rigut Honourasie Ropert TuHresuie EArt Loresurn, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, by virtue and in pursuance of the Public Trustee Act, 
1906, and of all other powers and authorities enabling me in this 


behalf, do make the following Rules for carrying into effect the 
objects of that Act. 


’ 





Interpretation. 


1. In these Rules the expression “the Act” means the Public 
Trustee Act, 1906, and unless there is anything in the context or in 
the Act inconsistent therewith— 

The expression “trust” includes any trust duty or office which 
the Public Trustee is authorised by the Act or these Rules to 
accept; and the expression “trustee” shall be construed 
accordingly. 

The expression “trust instrument” includes any instrument, 
Act of Parliament, or Order of Court by which a trust is 
created or declared. 

The expression “trust property” includes all property sub- 
ject to a trust, or comprised in an estate, which is proposed to 
be administered by the Public Trustee. 

2. The Interpretation Act, 1889, applies for the purpose of the 
interpretation of these Rules as it applies for the purpose of the 
interpretation of an Act of Parliament. 


Offices. 


3.—(1) The Central Office of the Public Trustee shall be situate in 
London. 

(2) Branch Offices may from time to time be established as may 
be prescribed by the Lord Chancellor by notice in the London 
Gazette, 

Deputy Public Trustees. 


4. There shall be Deputy Public Trustees at any branch offices 
so established who shall be officers of the Public Trustee, and shall 
have the powers and perform the duties assigned to them by or 
under these Rules. Their number shall be such as the Lord 
Chancellor, with the sanction of the Treasury, may from time to 
time prescribe, and every such appointment shall be notified in the 
London Gazette. 

Security. 

5. Security shall be given by such persons employed under the 

Actas the Treasury may direct for the due performance of their 


| duties, and for the due accounting for and payment of all moneys 
| received by them in pursuance of the Act and these Rules. The 


Payme :t—Method of Assessment.—Under schedule I. (13) | 


of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, the employer may obtain 
the redemption of a weekly payment awarded to a workman under 
the Act. The assessment of the redemption value must be made on 
actuarial principles, by finding the present value of the workman’s 
right to further weekly payments ; and any such method as estimating 
what a jury would have awarded at the time of the accident, and 
deducting the amount of the payments already made, is erroneous.— 
Vieror Mivus (Limirep) v. SHACKLETON (C. A., Oct. 17) (1912, 
1 K. B. 22). 

Workmen's Compensation -— Industrial Disease — 
Reasonable Cause for Failure to Give Notice.— In the case 
of a workman suffering from an industrial disease within the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906, it is a reasonable cause (under section 
2 (1) (6)), for failure to give notice within six months of the disable. 
ment, if the workman was, in fact, not compelled by the disease to 
stop work and sup vosed that he was likely to recover in a short 
time.—Moore v. Navat Coutiery Company (Limirep) (C. A 
Oct. 18) (1912, 1 K. B. 28). 


’ 


Local Government—Liability of Local Authority—Mis- 
feasance or Nonfeasance.—lIf{ it is established that a local 








security shall be for such sum and shall be given in such manner and 
form as the Treasury shall order in the case of each such person, 
and the Treasury may at any time require that the amount or 
nature of any such security be varied. 
Authorised Trusts and Duties. 
6. Subject to the Act and these Rules the Public Trustee is 
authorised— 

(a) to accept any trust created or declared by any trust 
instrument or arising upon an intestacy ; 

(4) to accept any duty incident to, and to act in, any of the 
following offices, viz.: (i.) the office of guardian of any 
infant, (ii.) the office of Committee or receiver of the 
estate of a lunatic, or of any such other person as is 
mentioned in sub-section (1) of Section 116 of the Lunacy 
Act, 1890, and (iii.) the office (where the execution of any 
trust is involved therein) of agent or attorney for any 
person ; 

(c) to accept by the name of the Public Trustee probate or 
letters of administration of any kind and either as 
principal or as agent for any person ; 

(d) to accept as custodian Trustee any trust created or declared 
by any trust instrument ; 


* The draft, ag supplied to us, contains no date or signature, 
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(e) to receive any money or damages paid to him in pursuance 
of the Rules of the Supreme Court, Order 22, Rule 15, 
or any rule which may be substituted therefor, and to 
apply the same in accordance with such rule or any 
directions of the Court or a Judge thereunder. 

Provided that he shall not accept the trusts of any instrument 
made solely by way of security for money. 
7. The Public Trustee may if he thinks fit— 

(1) act as custodian trustee of a trust which involves the 
management or carrying on of any business, but upon the 
conditions that (a) he shall not act in the management or 
carrying on of such business, and (4) he shall not hold any 
property of such a nature as will expose the holder thereof 
to any liability except under exceptional circumstances 
and when he is satisfied that he is fully indemnified or 
secured against loss ; and 

(2) accept as ordinary trustee, under exceptional circumstances, 
a trust which involves the management or carrying on 
of any business, but upon the conditions that, except with 
the consent of the Treasury, he shall only carry on the 
same (a) for a short time not exceeding eighteen months, 
and (4) with a view to sale disposition or winding-up, and 
(c) if satisfied that the same can be carried on without 
risk of loss. 

Trusteeships. 


8.—(1) A testator may appoint the Public Trustee to be trustee or 
custodian trustee under any testamentary instrument without 
previously applying to him for his consent to act as such. 

(2) No such appointment bya testator shall have effect, and no 
appointment of the Public Trustee to be trustee or custodian 
trustee shall be made except by a testator, unless and until (in 
either case) the consent of the Public Trustee to act as such trustee 
shal] have been obtained in accordance with these Rules. Provided 
that in the case of any such appointment by a testator the Public 
Trustee shall at any time after the fact of his appointment shall have 
come to his knowledge be at liberty to act as if an application for his 
consent had been received by him. 

(3) It shall bethe duty of any person appointed by a testator to be 
co-trustee with the Public Trustee, and not renouncing or disclaiming 


does not appear to him that the persons beneficially entitled are 
persons of small means, or if he sees any other good reason for 
refusing the application, he shall refuse the same, and shall forth- 
with give notice to the applicant of such refusal. 

(2) In any other case the Public Trustee shall make in respect of 
the estate the declaration mentioned in Section 3 (2) of the Act, and 
shall give notice to the applicant that the application is accepted, and 
shall take such other steps as may be necessary or proper to enable 
chim to administer the estate ; and any person having the custody of 
the probate or letters of administration, or other document relating 
to the estate, shall upon the request in writing of the Public Trustee 
deliver the same to him, or as he shall direct. 

(3) A refusal under this Rule shall not prevent the Public Trustee 
from exercising, with respect to the estate, any powers (other than 
powers under Section 3 of the Act) exerciseable by him with respect 
thereto under the Act or these Rules, if duly appointed to exercise 
the same. 

(4) Upon the acceptance of any application the Public Trustee 
shall consider and determine whether the estate shall be administered 
from his Central Office or from a Branch Office, and shall give 
directions accordingly, and any such directions may at any time be 
rescinded or varied by the Public Trustee at his discretion. 

14. For the purposes of the administration the Public Trustee 
shall (subject as hereinafter provided) have all the administrative 
powers and authorities exerciseable by a Master of the Supreme 
Court acting in the administration of an estate. 

15.—(1) The Public Trustee may, in manner hereinafter provided 
and without judicial proceedings, take the opinion of the High 
Court upon any question arising in the course of an administration. 

(2) The duty of advising upon any such question shall be assigned 
by the Lord Chancellor to a particular Judge of the Chancery 
Division. Provided that in the absence or upon the request of such 
Judge any other Judge of that Division and during vacation any 
Judge of the High Court may act for such Judge for the purposes 
of this Rule. 

(3) Any such question shall be submitted to the Judge in such 
manner and at such time as he may direct, and shall be accompanied 
by such statement of facts, documents, and other information as he 
may require, and the Public Trustee shall, if the Judge so desires, 











the trust, to give to the Public Trustee notice in writing of such 
appointment as soon as practicable after the same has come to his 
knowledge. 

9. Upon receiving an application for his consent to act as trustee or 
as custodian trustee the Public Trustee may require to be produced 
to him the trust instrument (if any),.and may require to be supplied 
to him a copy of that instrument, and of any other document affect- 
ing the trust, and such particulars as to the nature and value of any 
trust property, and the liabilities (if any) attaching to such property, 
or the holder thereof, and the names and places of abode of any bene- 
ficiaries and trustees under the trust, and such other information 
relating to the trust as he may consider it desirable to obtain in any 
particular case. 

10. As soon as may be after receiving any such application the 
Public Trustee shall take into consideration upon such evidence as 
may appear to him sufficient— 

(a) the gross capital value of the trust property ; 

(4) the mode of investment and the condition of the trust 
property ; 

(c) the situation, tenure, and character of any land comprised in 
the trust property ; 

(d) any liabilities attaching to the trust property or the holder 
thereof ; 

(e) the duties incident to the office of trustee of the trust ; 

(f) the places of abode and circumstances of any beneficiaries ; 
and 

(g) all the circumstances of the case ; 


and shall decide whether the application ought to be accepted or 
refused, and shall give notice to the applicant of such acceptance 
or refusal, and in case of acceptance shall in writing under his hand 
and official seal signify his consent to act in the trust. 

ll. Upon the appointment of the Public Trustee being com 
pleted, the Public Trustee shall consider and determine whether the 
trust shall be administered from his Central Office or from a Branch 
Office, and shall give directions accordingly, and any such directions 
may at any time be rescinded or varied by the Public Trustee at his 
discretion. 


Administration of Small Estates. 

12. Upon receiving an application under Section 3 (1) of the Act 
the Public Trustee shall require to be supplied to him such evidence 
as to the value of the estate, and the circumstances of the persons 
beneficially entitled, and such other information relating thereto as 

may consider it desirable to obtain in any particular case. 

13.—(1) If it is not proved to the satisfaction of the Public Trustee 
t the gross capital value of the estate is less than £1,000, or if it . 








the date of the commencement of the trust. 


fully indemnified or secured against loss. 


attend upon him at such time and place as the Judge may 
appoint. 

(4) The Judge may, before giving his opinion, require the attvn- 
dance of, or communicate with, any person interested in the estate as 
trustee or beneficiary, but nosuch person shall have a right to be 
heard by the Judge unless he otherwise directs. 

(5) The Judge shall give his opinion to the Public Trustee, and the 
Public Trustee shall act in accordance with such opinion, and shall, 
upon the request in writing of any such interested person, communi- 
cate to him the effect of such opinion. 


Administration of Trusts and Estates. 


16. There shall be kept at the Central Office in London of the 
Public Trustee such registers and other books as shall be required 
for recording or entering in a convenient form as to each trust 
or estate which the Public Trustee is administering the particulars 
following : 

(a) the date of the acceptance of the trust or of the declaration 
made under Section 3 (2) of the Act ; 

(4) particulars of the trust property from time to time ; 

(c) the names and place of abode of the person in receipt of the 
income of the trust property; . 


(d) a reference to any notice received of any dealing with any 
beneficial interest in the trust property, and of any 
exercise or release of any power relating to the trust or 


estate ; ; P 
(ce) an entry of any decision or opinion of the High Court in 
respect of the trust or estate ; : 
(/) such entries of his decisions and such other particulars as 
the Public Trustee may think fit ; 
and such particulars shall be recorded or entered accordingly. 

17. The Public Trustee may invest or retain invested money 
belonging to any trust or estate and coming to his bands in any 
mode of investment expressly or impliedly authorised by the trust 
instrument or (if there is no trust instrument) authorised by law for 
the investment of trust funds, and may, if authorised by the trust 
instrument or otherwise by law, retain any investment existing at 
Provided that he shall 
not invest in or hold any investment in such manner as to expose 
him to liability as the holder thereof, unless he is satisfied that he is 


18.—(1) The securities and documents belonging or relating to a 


trust or estate which the Public Trustee is administering shall, if 
under his control, be kept at the bank to the trust or estate or at 
some other safe place of deposit allowed generally or specially by the 
Treasury, so far as the convenience of business will admit. 
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(2) All orders for the withdrawal of securities or documents from 
any such bank or other place of deposit shall be signed by not less 
than two persons, v/z.: (a) by the Public Trustee and a co-trustee, 
or (4) by the Public Trustee and an officer of the Public Trustee 
authorised in writing by him to act in that behalf, either generally 
or in any particular case, or (¢) by a co-trustee and one such duly 
authorised officer, or (d) by two such duly authorised officers. 

19.—(1) Separate accounts shall be kept for every trust or estate. 

(2) A separate account shall be kept of the capital of the trust 
property and of the mode in which it is from time to time invested, 
and all dealing with such capital shall be entered in such account. 

3) A separate account shall be kept of the income of the trust 
property (if received by the Public Trustee),,yand of the mode in 
which it is from time to time dealt with by the Public Trustee. 

20. All payments of money to or from the capital of the trust 
property shall be made through the bank to the trust or estate. 

21.—(1) No transfer by the Public Trustee of any securities or 
assurance by him of any land forming part of the trust property 
shall be made except under the hand and official seal of the Public 
Trustee, or under the hand and seal of an officer of the Public 
Trustee authorised in writing by him to act in that behalf either 
generally or in any particular case. 

(2) Any such transfer or assurance by an officer so authorised shall 
have the same effect as if the same were made by the Public Trustee 
under his hand and official seal. 

22. All sums payable out of the income or capital of the trust 
property shall be made by a cheque on a bank signed by not less 
than two persons, viz.: (4) by the Public Trustee and a co-trustee, 
or (4) by the Public Trustee and an officer of the Public Trustee 
authorised in writing by him to act in that behalf either generally 
or in any particular case, or (¢) by a co-trustee and one such duly 
authorised officer, or (d) by two such duly authorised officers. 
Provided that in any particular case the Public Trustee may author- 
ise the payment of income by the person liable to pay the same 
direct to the person entitled to receive the same, or to his 
bank. 

23.—(1) The income of the trust property may be paid to the 
person for the time being entitled to receive the same either 
through a bank or direct, and where such person is a married 
woman may be so paid notwithstanding any restraint on antici- 
pation. 

(2) Where authority is given to any Corporation or bank to pay 
any income to any person, the books of that Corporation or bank 
shewing the payment of that income in accordance with the 
authority shall be a sufficient discharge to the Public Trustee. 

(3) Where authority is given to any person to pay any income to 
the bank of the person entitled, the certificate of that bank stating 
the receipt of that income shall be a sufficient discharge to the Public 
Trustee. 

(4) Where any person is solely entitled to receive any income, the 
Public Trustee may, on the request in writing of that person, and 
notwithstanding any restraint on anticipation, authorise that person 
for such period as the Public Trustee may think fit to collect or 
arrange for the collection of sueh income. During the continuance 
of any such authority such request in writing shall be a sufficient 
discharge to the Public Trustee in respect of such income. 

24. The Public Trustee may, if the special circumstances of the 
case appear to him to render it desirable, pay to any other trustee of 
the trust or allow him to receive, the income of the trust property or 
any part thereof, on such trustee undertaking to apply it in manner 
directed by the trust. 

25. The Public Trustee may make advances for the purchases of 
any trust or estate in course of administration, or about to be 
administered, by him, out of any moneys which may be placed at his 
disposal by the Treasury for that purpose, and upon such terms as 
he may think proper. 

26. Subject to the provisions of the Act and of these rules and to 
the terms of any particular trust, the Public Trustee may, in the 
administration of any trust or estate, take and use professional 
advice and assistance in regard to legal and other matters, and may 
aet on credible information (though less than legal evidence) as to 
matters of fact. 

27. The Public Trustee may at any time require a statutory 
declaration or other sufficient evidence that a person is alive and is 
the person to whom any money or property is payable or transferable, 
and may refuse payment or transfer until such declaration or evidence 
is produced. 

28. Where a person appearing to be beneficially entitled to any 
sum of money under the trust or to be interested in the trust 
property cannot be found, or it is not known whether he is living or 
dead, the Public Trustee may apply to the Court for directions as to 
the course to be taken with reference to such person, and until an 
Order of the Court is made shall keep any sum payable to such 





person, and if it is kept for more than six months shall invest the 
same or deposit the same at interest and shall accumulate the 
dividends or interest thereof. ; 

29.—(1) Upon an application in writing by or with the authority 
of any person interested in the trust property the Public Trustee 

() shall permit the applicant or his Solicitor or other authorised 
agent to inspect and take copies of any entry in any 
Register or book relating to the trust or estate and (so 
far as the interest of the applicant in the trust property 
is or may be affected thereby) of any account notice or 
other document in the custody of the Public Trustee ; 

(4) shall at the expense cf the applicant supply him or his 
Solicitor or other authorized agent with a copy cf any 
such entry, account notice or document as aforesaid, 
or with any extract therefrom ; 

(c) shall give to the applicant or his Solicitor or other 
authorised agent such information respecting the trust 
or estate and the trust property as shall be reasonally 
requested in the application and shall be within the 
power of the Public Trustee. 

(2) Subject as aforesaid the Public Trustee shall observe strict 
secrecy in respect of every trust or estate in course of adminis- 
tration by him. 


Corporate Bodies as Custodian Trustees. 


30. Any incorporated Banking or Insurance or Guarantee or Trust 
Company or other body corporate for the time being empowered 
(by the Act of Parliament Charter Memorandum of Ass¢ciation 
Deed of Settlement or other instrument constituting it or defining 
its powers) to undertake trusts shall be entitled to act as custodian 
trustee, but for so long a time only as such body corporate shall not, 
by any prospectus circular advertisement or other document issued 
by it or on its behalf, state or hold out that any liability attaches 
to the Public Trustee or to the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom in respect of any act or omission of such body corporate 
when so acting. 


Investigation and Audit of Trust Accounts. 


31. Any application under section 13 (1) of the Act shall be made 
to the Public Trustee, and notice thereof shall (unless the Public 
Trustee otherwise directs) be given by the applicant to every other 
person being a trustee or beneficiary under the trust. 

32.—(1) Upon receiving any such application the Public Trustee 
may in his absolute discretion by notice to the applicant require 
that before a day to be specified in the notice such security (by 
deposit of a sum of money) as he shall deem sufficient shall be given 
to him by the applicant for the payment of any expenses of the 
investigation and audit which may be ordered by the Public Trustee 
to be paid by the applicant personally. 

(2) Where any such requirement is made no further proceedings 
shall be taken upon the application until the security has been 
given, and if the same is not given before the day specified in the 
notice the application shall be disallowed unless under special 
circumstances the Public Trustee thinks fit to extend the time for 
giving the security or to dispense therewith. 

(3) Any sum so deposited shall be kept by the Public Trustee on 
deposit in his name and to a separate account at a Bank until all 
proceedings in connection with the investigation and audit have 
heen concluded, and thereupon the deposited sum and the interest 
(if any) allowed thereon by the Bank shall be applied in or towards 
payment of any expenses of the investigation and audit which may 
be so ordered to be paid by the applicant personally and the balance 
(if any) shali be hat to the applicant. 

33. The Public Trustee may in his absolute discretion upon the 
application of any trustee or beneficiary direct that the investigation 
and audit shall extend only to a specified period of time or to a 
specified part of the trust property or shall be otherwise restricted. 

34. If within one month from the date of the application under 
section 13 (1) of the Act no Solicitor or public accountant shall 
have been appointed by the applicant and the trustees to conduct 
the investigation and audit, there shall be deemed to be a default 
of agreement within the meaning of the said section 13 (1) and 
the applicant may apply to the Public Trustee accordingly. 

35. The remunerati-n of the auditor and the other expenses of 
the investigation and audit shall be such as may be determined by 
the Public Trustee. Provided that the Public Trustee may refer the 
costs of any Solicitor (being part of such expenses) for taxation to 
a Taxing Master of the Supreme Court, and in such case the 
amount of the said costs when taxed shall be included in such 
expenses. , 

36.—(1) Where any investigation or audit has been made, copies 
of the report and certificate of the auditor under section 13 (2) of 
the Act and such copies of accounts and other documents as the 
Public Trustee may require shall be forwarded to him by the 
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auditor, and shall be considered by the Public Trustee before | 46. These Rules may be cited as “ The Public Trustee Rules, 19,” 
giving any direction or making any order under section 13 (5) of the | and shall come into operation on the day of 
Act. is . 

(2) The expense of making and forwarding any such copies as 
aforesxid and the fee of the Public Trustee (within the limits pre- 
seribed by or in pursuance of any order relating to the fees of the 
Public Trustee for the time being in force) shall for the purpose of 
section 13 (5) of the Act be part of the expenses of the investigg- 
tion and audit. 

37.—(1) Before making any order under section 13 (5) of the Act | 
the Public Trustee shall, if any of the parties interested so desire, 
hear the said parties in such manner as he shall think fit. 

(2) Any such order shall specify the person by or to whom any 
sum is to be paid and the amount of such sum Provided that such | 
an order may direct payment of the taxed costs of any solicitor GODWIN v. LORDS COMMISSIONERS OF THE ADMIRALTY. 
employed in connection with the investigation and audit, and such No. 2. 7th Feb, 
costs shall he taxed by a Taxing Master of the Supreme Court, and | \Masrun anp Servant—Workmen’s Compensation— Contracting Ov 
the amount of such costs when taxed shall be paid as if such amount Scueme—CerrTiricaTe BY REGISTRAR OF FRIENDLY SOCIBTIES UNDER 
had been specified in the Order. | WorkMeEn’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vucr., c. 37)— 

(3) Any such Order may be enforced in the same manner as a|  Recerrivying Scueme—Necessiry For BaLLoT—WorKMEN Ss Com 
judgment or order of the Court to the same effect. | PpENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Epw. 7, c. 58), suB-sEcTION 3, 15. 

Tf a scheme under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1697, is re 
cerlificated by the Registrar of Friendly Socielics under the Work 

38. The accounts of the Public Trustee shall be audited and the |) men's Compensation Act, 1906, the Registrar is only concerned to 
securities held by him verified from time to time by such person or | look at the scheme itself, and see whether it conforms, with or without 
persons as the Treasury may appoint in accordance with regulations | modifications, with the provisions of the Act of 1906, but there is 
made by the Treasury. no necessity to ascertain by ballot that a majority of the workmen to 

39. Any Officer of the Public Trustee who shall be authorised by | “20% .s"ch @ scheme is applicable ave in favour of the scheme on such 
him in writing in that behalf may take any oath, make any declara- | "°°" - 
tion, verify any account and give personal attendance at any Court |. This was an appeal from a decision of the judge of the Portsmouth 
or place. County Court, sitting as arbitrator under the Workmen's Conipensa 


40.—(1) Any notice or application required to be given or made tion Act, 1906. The applicant was in the empl.y of the Admiralty 
tor | . Be f the au : ] it | wm p bli a as a bricklayer in Portsmouth Dockyard, and met with accidents in 
or the purposes of the ~ ct or t 1ese Iiules to the Pub Trustee May and October, 1908, which resulted in injuries to the third finger 
may be addressed to the Public Trustee at his Office in London, or | of his right hand. From November, 1908, to August, 1909, he was 
if the same relates to a trust or estate in course of administration ovr | able to do bricklayer’s work, but at the end of that time the finger 
proposed to be administered from a Branch Office then at that | became so bad that he had to stop work. Soon afterwards the finger 
Branch Office. ; had to be amputated, and he was told that he had been returned as 
(2) Any notice or application required to be given or made for the | unfit for further employ under the Admiralty. He received com 
purpose of the Act or these Rules to any person other than the | pensation of 16s. 9d. per week down to the 30th of December, 1909, 
Public Trustee may be addressed to that person at his last known | but on the Srd of January, 1910, he was told that a grant had been 
place of abode or place of business. | made to him of 3s. 5d. a week in respect of his injury. This he 
- ; A 4 all ; oe ee os 7 - C i nanauts . 
(3) Any such notice or application may be delivered at the place | Tefused to accept, and on the = —— mas, be ne ae 
to which it is address>d or may be served by post. | ceedings for compensation. 1¢@ Lords Commissioners of — the 
, "4 . one , Admiralty relied on the fact that a scheme of compensation for their 
41. Where any person who (if.not under disability) might have | \orkmen’ had been duly certified by the Registrar of Friendly 
made any application, given any consent, done any act, or been party | Societies, and was in force at the time of the applicant sustaining 
to any proceeding in pursuance of these Rules is an infant, idiot, or | jis injuries, and that the applicant had agreed, on the 17th of 
unatic, the guardian as the case may require 1e committee or | January, 1908, that the provisions of this scheme shou'd be substitutes 
lunatic, the guardian or (as tl y req tl tt vy, 1908, that the provisi this scl hou'd be substituted 
receiver of the estate of such person may make such application, | for the provisions of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, during 
give such consent, do such act, and be party to such proceedings as | the continuance of his employment as a bricklayer. ‘They contended, 
such person if free from disability might have made, given, done or | therefore, that there was no jurisdiction in that court to hear the 
been party to, and shall otherwise represent such person for the | application. The scheme in question came into operation in the first 
purposes of these Rules. Where there is no guardian or committee | instance under the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1897, and was cert 
or receiver of the estate of any such infant, idiot, or lunatic, or | fied by the Registrar of —— ree ss —_, ge 5 - the 
where any person is of unsound mind, or incapable of managing his | At» #5 being “no less fayourable to the general body of workmen 
a : : : mre: te | |} and their dependents than the provisions of this Act. Upon the 
affairs but has not been found lunatic under any inquisition, it shall | . ' 
be lawful for the Court to : iat vuardiie f > meee 7 for the | P#**i"s of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, the scheme was re 
setmcnserged yraliange tivcteine ttle i at —_ ae GS Saem pesos Fer te | certified by the Registrar of Friendly Societies under section 15, sub 
purpose of any proceedings under these Rules and from time to time | , : 
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We, being two of the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s 
y . . 
Treasury, hereby concur in the foregoing rules. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 








Miscellaneous. 








to change such guardian. 

42.—(1) The Public Trustee may in writing authorise any Deputy 
Public Trustee to exercise and perform (either generally or in 
relation to any particular case and subject to such conditions and 
restrictions (if any) as the Public Trustee may impose) all or any of 
the powers and duties of the Public Trustee under any of the fore- 
going Rules except— 


a) the power or duty of determining whether a trus state | 2 
( ) ] y termining iether a trust or e tate | workmen, and to certify that the scheme was, on the whole, not leas 


shall be administered from his Central Office or from a 
Branch Office ; and 

(6) the power of authorising officers of the Public Trustee to 
transfer securities or assure land or to sign cheques ; 

(c) the power of making advances for the purpose of any trust 
or estate. 

(2) Any such authority conditions or restrictions may at any time 
in like manner be withdrawn or varied by the Public Trustee at his 
discretion. 

43. No Deputy Public Trustee and no firm or member of a firm of 
Solicitors of which such Deputy is a member shall, except with the 
consent in writing of the Public Trustee and subject to such condi- 
tions as he may impose, act as Solicitor or Solicitors to a trust or 
estate which is in course of administration by such Deputy. 

44. The Public Trustee may frame and cause to be printed and 
circalated or otherwise promulgated such forms and directions and 
regulations as he may deem requisite or expedient for facilitating 
proceedings under the Act and these Rules. 

45. The Public Trustee Rules, 1907, are hereby rescinded. 





section (3). The county court judge followed the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Horn’v. Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty 
(1911, 1 K. B. 24), and dismissed the application on the ground that 
he had no jurisdiction to hear the claim. The applicant appealed. 
The majority of THe Count (Cozens-Harpvy, M.R., and Farwet, 
L.J., Fuercuer Movtron, L.J., dissentiente) dismissed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harvy, M.R.—Under the old Act of 1897 a scheme might 
be certified by the Registrar of Friendly Societies. Before certifying 
he was bound to take steps to ascertain the views of employer and 


favourable to the general body of workmen and their dependents 
than the provisions of the Act; and a workman was then authorized 
to contract that the provisions of the scheme should be substituted for 
the provisions of the Act. A scheme of compensation in case of 
injury to workmen in Government establishments was certified under 
that section. The Act of 1897 has been repealed by the Act of 
1906, and there are some material changes introduced by that Act. 
By section 3, sub-section (1), the Registrar is bound to certify in the 
case of a new stheme, not only whether it provided scales of com 
pensation not less favourable to the workmen and their dependents 
than the corresponding scales « yntained in the Act, but also that a 
majority to be ascertained by ballot of the workmen to whom the 
scheme was applicable are favourable to the scheme, and it is pro; 
vided that so long as the certificate is in force the employer may 
contract with any of his workmen that the provisions of the scheme 
shall be substituted for the provisions of the Act. Sub-section 2 
empowers the Registrar to give a certificate to expire at the end of 
a term of not less than five years, and from time to time to renew 
with or without modification such certificate. By sub-section 3 no 
scheme can be certified which imposes an obligation to join the scheme, 
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or which does not contain provisions enabling a workman to withdraw 
from the scheme. Sub-section 4 enables the Registrar to revoke a 
certificate in proper cases, and sub-section 8 provides that the Regis 
trar may make regulations for the purpose of carrying this section 
into effect. It is obvious that thus far the Act has no operation upon 
schemes under the former Act. This matter is dealt with under sub 
sections 2, 3, and 4 of section 15. The Registrar, on the 16th of 
December, 1907, gave a certificate in the following terms: “ It is 
hereby certified that the foregoing scheme provides scales of com 
pensation not less favourable to the workmen and their dependents 
than the corresponding scales contained in the Workmen’s Compensa 
tion Act, 1906. If not renewed this certificate is to expire on the W3th 
of January, 19135.” In fact, certain small modifications in favour of 
the workmen were made in the old scheme. On the 17th of January, 
1908, Godwin signed a contract agreeing to accept the provisions of 
the scheme in leu of the provisions of the Act of 1906. The onty 
ground relied upon by the appellant is that no ballot was taken prior 
to the recertification, such as is required by section 3, and the question 
for our consideration is whether any such ballot is necessary before 
the Registrar can recertify. In my opinion no such ballot is necessary. 
There are certain conditions precedent to the making of a scheme 
under section 3, one of which is the taking of a ballot, but that is not 
one of the provisions of the scheme, for that purpose the schems 
itself must alone be looked at. In my opinion, the words used in 
section 15, sub-section 3, only require the Registrar to look at the 
scheme itself, and see whether it conforms, with or without modifica 
tions, with the provisions of the Act as to schemes. Those provisions 
are to be found in section 3, sub-sections 1 and 3. I can see no 
justification for insisting upon a fresh ballot at the end of the 
term of years, either in the case of a renewal under section 3, sub 
section 2, or, in the case of recertification, under section 15. There 
is no hardship involved, for any workman can withdraw, and any of 
the workmen may combine to apply to the Registrar to revoke his 
certificate. It has been brought to our notice that the Registrar, in 
July, 1907, issued certain regulations, by which he purported to 
prescribe the particular form of application under section 15, which 
form contained a statement that there had been a ballot. In my 
opinion the Registrar has only power to make regulations for the 
purpose of carrying section 3 into effect, and the regulations, in so far 
as they deal with section 15, have no authority. It follows, from 
what I have said, that the view indicated in those regulations is not, 
in my opinion, sound, and we have been informed by the Attorney 
General that the practice of the office has not been in accordance 
with the printed regulations. In my opinion, the objection taken to 
the jurisdiction of the county court judge as arbitrator was valid, and 
this appeal must be dismissed 

FLercHer Mouton, L.J., delivered a dissenting judgment in favour 
of allowing the appeal. 

Farwewtt, L.J., delivered judgment, agreeing with Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R.—Counsen, Sir A. Cripps, K.C., and Harold Morris; Sir Rufus 
Isaacs, A.G., and B. A. Cohen. Soxicrrors, Shaen, Roscoe, Massey, 
& Co. ; Treasury Solicitor. : 

[Reported by J. I. Stintine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


AMERICAN THREAD CO. v. JOYCE. No. 2. 8th Feb. 


Revenve—Income Tax—Company Recisterep Asproap—Conrron In 
ENGLAND—FinpInG or ComMissioners—Income Tax Acr, 1853 (17 
& 18 Vict., c 34), s. 2, Scnepute D. 

The finding of the Commissioners of Tncome Tax that the control of 
a company registered abroad is in England, and that the company is 
resident in England for the purposes of income tax, is a finding of 
fact which can only be impugned in the courts on the ground that 
there is no evidence to support the finding, and is conclusive if in the 
opinion of the courts there is such evidence. : 


This was an appeal from a decision of Hamilton, J. The material 
facts, as stated by the Commiesioners of Income Tax, were shortly as 
follows : The appellant company was incorporated and registered in 
the United States, but was promoted by, and substantially all the 
common stock was held by, the English Sewing Cotton Co. (Limited), 
which was resident and carried on business in this country. The 
regular and special meetings of the appellant company were held in 
America. Under the bye-laws of the company extraordinary meetings 
of the board of directors were to be, and were in fact, held in Great 
Britain, which meetings had power to deal with the following matters, 
which could not be dealt with by the company otherwise: (a) The 
purchase or lease by the company of any business or plant, or shares 
therein, but this was not to apply to any property taken in payment 
of any indebtedness to the company; (4) the sale or lease of any of 
its real estate, but this was not to apply to the ordinary current 
business of the company; (c) the borrowing of money; (d) the appoint 
ment of auditors and fixing of their salary; (e) the selection of an 
executive committee of three, and the fixing of their remuneration, and 
the filling up of any vacancy therein; (/) the filling of casual vacancies 
in the board of directors; (g) the making of any agreements which 
bound the company for more than one year; and (A) the appointment 
of all employees of the company whose remuneration amounted to 
$5,000 per annum and upwards, and the increase of salaries to the 
extent of $500 and upwards in any one year. The annual meeting of 
the stockholders (shareholders) was held in America, and profits were 
declared there, the dividend being recommended in England. The 





company did not rent any office in Great Britain, the extraordinary 
meetings above referred to being held by permission of the English 
company in one of their rooms, and the latter provided some clerical 
assistance gratuitously. All the company’s mills were in America, and 
none of the cotton thread made was sold in this countr Various 
instances of actions taken by the directors in England with regard to 
the affairs of the company were set out in the case. The com -issioners 
came to the conclusion that the control of the manageme’t of the 
affairs of the appellant company was intended to rest, and did rest, 
with the directors of the appellant company resident in England in 
extraordinary session, who constituted a majority of the board, and 
who were also directors of the English Sewing Cotton Co. (Limited), 
which owned the entire common stock or ordinary shares of the appellant 
company, and, further, that such control was constantly exercised at 
meetings of the board of the appellant ge in extraordinary 
session held in England. And the commissioners determined that the 
appellant company was a person residing in the United Kingdom, and 
was liable as such to be assessed under section 2 of the Income Tax 
Act, 1853, Schedule D, paragraph 1, sub-section 1, on the whole of the 
annual profits and gains arising or accruing from its trade, whether 
the same was carried on in the United Kingdom or elsewhere, and 
accordingly confirmed the assesement. The company appealed to the 
High Court. Hamilton, J., considered that the right to exercise con- 
trol, and not the actual control, was the test to be applied. He came 
to the conclusion that there was ample evidence upon which the com- 
missioners could base their finding, and dismissed the company’s appeal 
with costs. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fietcnuer Movtton and 
Buckiey, L.JJ.) dismiesed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.: Hamilton, J., held that the issue of 
fact was found by the commissioners, and that the only point on which 
an appeal could be made, either to him or to the Court of Appeal, was 
the point of law whether there was evidence to support that finding. 
I have read the judgment of Hamilton, J., and I would be content to 
leave it there, as the learned judge has so entirely covered the ground ; 
he has stated the proposition of law, which, as far as I am concerned, 
admits of no doubt, and gone through the facts to ascertain whether 
there was evidence on which the commissioners could arrive at the con- 
clusion at which they arrived; for if there was such evidence, it is 
not open to us to review the finding of fact. There is not much doubt 
about the law. The case of the De Beers Consolidated Mines (Limited) 
v. Howe (1906, A. C. 455) lays down with perfect clearness that a 
foreign company may reside in England, at all events for the purposes 
of income tax, and that it may reside in England although the current 
business of the company is transacted not there, but outeide the 
country. The real test, as stated by the Lord Chancellor in that case, 
is that it is necessary to see in what place is the control of the com- 
pany, and when that is found, in that place is the residence of the 
company for all purposes of income tax. Also when that is found 
that conclusion of fact cannot be impugned. Shortly after the decision 
in the De Beers case two cases came before this court—the New 
Zealand Shipping Co. v. Stephens (24 T. L. R. 172), and the Gramo- 
phone Typewriter Co. (Limited) v. Stanley (1908, 2 K. B. 89). There 
has been a rather faint suggestion that there was some inconsistency 
between those two decisions. I was a party to both those cases, and I 
do not propose to repeat anything that I there said. Hamilton, J., 
in his judgment, said that he thought there was no conflict between 
the two decisions, and I think that that is perfectly true. The only 
question for us is whether there was or was not any evidence to justify 
the finding of fact by the commissioners. I think that there plainly 
is evidence. The question is whether the control of the com- 
pany is at Manchester or New York. In my opinion it is im- 
possible to say that there is no evidence that the control of the 
company is in Manchester, or that the company is reeident in England. 
It has been suggested that this is not enough, and that the company 
must carry on business in England, but I cannot accede to that con- 
tention. The judgment of Hamilton, J., is perfectly right, and the 
appeal must be dismissed. 

Frercuer Movutton and Bucktey, L.JJ., also delivered peipoente 
dismissing the appeal.—Counset, Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Danckwert: 
K.C., and #. Sutton; Sir Rufus Isaacs, A.G., and W. Finlay. Sorict- 
rors, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for Addleshaw, Son, & Co., Man- 
chester; 7'he Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 

(Reported by J. I. Srintine, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re L. J. LEA LIMITED’S TRADE-MARK APPLICATION. Re WM. 
McEWAN & CO.’S TRADE-MARK APPLICATION. Joyce, J. 
6th and 7th Dee, ; 19th Feb. 

Trape-MARK—REGISTRATION—SPectaL APPLICATIONS—SuRNAME—DIS- 

TINCTIVE Worp—‘‘ Apaptep to DistincuisH ’’—Trape-Marks ACT, 

1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 9, suB-secrion 5. 

Special applications were made by L. J. Lea (Limited) to register the 
word “ Boardman’s”’ as a trade-mark for manufactured tobacco, and 
by Wm. McEwan & Co. to register “* McEwan's”’ as a trade-mark for 
he er. 

Held, that the mere surname of an individual could not be elapted 
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to distinguish the goods manufactured by that individual from those 
of other persons within the meaning of the T'rade-Marks Act, 1905, 
section 9, awd could not be registered as a trade-mark. 


These were motions by L. J. Lea (Limited) and Wm. McEwan & 
Co. that t!'e Registrar of Trade-Marks should be directed to accept 
their app)\cations for the registration of the words ‘‘ Boardman’s ”’ 
and ‘‘ Mcl_wan’s”’ as trade-marks for manufactured tobacco and beer 
respectively. Before 1868 a certain mixture of tobacco was manu- 
factured for one Boardman, of Manchester, and in 1868 was sold as 
Boardman’s mixture. On the 25th of November, 1887, L. J. Lea 
(Limited) registered a label upon which was the word ‘‘ Boardman ”’ 
as a trade-mark in respect of smoking mixture; they now sought to 
register the word ‘‘ Boardman’s ” alone as a trade-mark. Wm. McEwan 
& Co. were brewers, carrying on business in Edinburgh, and in 1865 
registered as a trade-mark a label, upon which was the name 
** McEwan’s,’”’ without any qualification; they now sought to register 
the word ‘‘ McEwan’s”’ alone, as a trade-mark in respect of beer of 
their manufacture. The applications were opposed by the Board of 
Trade on the ground that surnames alone should not be registered. 
The material section of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, is section 9: ‘‘ A 
registrable trade-mark must contain or consist of at least one of the 
following essential particulars :—(1) The name of a company, indi- 
vidual or firm represented in a special or particular manner; (2) the 
signature of the applicant for registration or some predecessor in his 
business ; (3) an invented word or invented words; (4) a word or words 
having no direct reference to the character or quality of the goods, 
and not being, according to its ordinary signification, a geographical 
name or a surname; (5) any other distinctive mark, but a name, signa- 
ture or word or words other than such as fall within the description 
in the above paragraphs (1), (2), (3) and (4) shall not, except by order 
of the Board of Trade or the court, be deemed a distinctive mark 
. . « In determining whether a trade-mark is so adapted (i.e., to 
distinguish the goods of the proprietor of the trade-mark), the tribunal 
may in the case of a trade-mark in actual use take into consideration 
the extent to which such user has rendered such trade-mark in fact 
distinctive from the goods in respect af which it is registered or 
proposed to be registered.’’ 

Joyce, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said: These 
applications are supposed to raise an important general principle, 
namely, whether a mere surname can be registered under section 9, 
sub-section 5. Under section 9, sub-section 1, there may be registered 
not ‘‘a,’’ but ‘“‘the’’ name of a company, individual or firm, repre- 
sented in a special or particular manner. Now, in a sense John Smith’s 
name is Smith, as it is also John, but I take it to be clear that under 
sub-section 1 no one would be entitled to register his surname by itself, 
even though represented in a special or particular manner. Thus, 


| 
| 





| the plaintiffs. 


under sub-section 1, ‘‘ Boardman’s ’’ or ‘‘ McEwan’s”’ in the possessive | 


case could not be admitted, even if represented in a special or parti- 


cular manner: Pirie v. Goodall (1892, 1 Ch. 35), and Re Colman’s | 


Trade-mark (1894, 2 Ch. 115). It is unnecessary for the purposes of 
these applications to consider sub-sections 2 and 3.. The only observa- 
tion on sub-section 4 that suggests itself is that this, while admitting 


generally a word or words having no direct reference to the character | 


or quality of the goods, expressly excepts a geographical name and a 
mere surname. Then, in regard to sub-section 5, the question arises 
whether a geographical name or surname, which is not admissible under 
sub-section 4, may not be admitted subject to the requisite order of 
the Board of Trade or court being obtained. It is too late to say a 
geographical name may not be admitted when the requisite order is 
obtained—e.g., Apollinaris, Oswego, Itala were all admitted. Nothing 
can be admitted under eub-section 5 except a distinctive mark, a mark 
being previously defined to include a device, brand, heading, label, ticket, 
name, signature, word, letter, numeral, or any combination thereof. But 
when the proposed mark is one not in actual use, whatever may be the 
precise meaning of the provision at the end of section 9 (‘‘for the 
purposes of this section ‘distinctive’ shall mean adapted to dis- 
tinguish the goods of the proprietor of the trade-mark ’’), it appears 
to me that the criterion of whether a proposed trade-mark, not in 
a‘tual use, is distinctive for the purposes of sub-section 5, is simply 
whether it can be adapted to distinguish the goods of the proprietor 
of the trade-mark from those of other persons. Here I must say that 





notwithstanding the evidence, I am of opinion that in neither case has | 


the word in question been in actual use as a trade-mark, so that it ic 
unnecessary for me, in the circumstances, to consider the extent to 
which user has rendered the words distinctive. In my opinion the 
evidence does no more than shew the great repute of the goods manu- 
factured by the respective applicants. It may be that no other person 
of the same name has at present an equal repute for similar goods. 
The question for me, however, is whether the words in dispute are 
adapted to distinguish the goods manufactured, selected, certificated, 
dealt in, or offered for sale by the applicants in each case, from those 
manufactured or sold by other persons, and that is by all other persons. 
It has been held, Re Pope’s Electric Lamp Co. (Limited) (1911, 2 Ch. 
383), if not in Re Whitfield’s Bedsteads Co. (Limited) (1909, 2 Ch. 373), 
that a mere surname is not adapted to distinguish, or at all events an 
ordinary surname is not. No one could, I think, reasonably maintain 
that the name Smith by itself was adapted to distinguish the goods of 
the proprietor of that name from those of other persons. It was 
urged before me that nothing could be better adapted to distinguish 
the goods of a person or firm than the name of the manufacturer. I 
agree this may be so as to the full name of the firm or individual by 
whom the goods are manufactured or dealt in. Now is such a name, 





the ordinary name, admissible under sub-section 5? Under the old 
étatute it was held that it was not (/e Holt & Co.’s Trade-mark, 1896, 
1 Ch. 711), but that case no longer applies. The province of the court 
under sub-section 5 is merely to determine whether the word proposed 
to be registered is adapted to distinguish. That the name of every 
company, individual or firm, not having at the date of the application 
a serious competitor of the same name, should be registrable under 
sub-section 5 without being represented in a special or particular 
manner, would be a most extraordinary result. Upon consideration I 
have come to the conclusion that a mere surname of an individual, 
though it may be adapted to distinguish the goods of all the persons 
taken collectively who bear that name from the goods of persons bear- 
ing another name, yet it is not adapted to distinguish the goods of 
the applicant from those of other persons within the meaning of 
that expression in the statute. Little or no mischief might be done 
if the name registered were an uncommon one, but even in the case 
of an uncommon name it is impossible to say that there may not be 
others bearing it who may wish to use it in connection with similar 
goods. Consequently, I think that these applications fail, and must 
be refused.—Counset, Hughes, K.C., and Sebastian, for the appli- 
cants in both cases; Sir 2. Tsaacs, A.G., and Sargant, for the Board 
of Trade. Soxtcrrors, McKenna & Co.; Solicitor to Board of Trade. 


[Reported by R. C. Canrineton, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REGENT’S CANAL AND DOCK CO. v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL, 
Warrington, J. 16th Feb. 


Computsory Sate—Lanp Cravses Consortpation Act, 1845, s. 92— 


MerANING OF “‘ on OrHerR BuILprna.”’ 


Under the Land Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, by section 92 no 
one shall be compelled to sell a part of a “ house or other building or 
manufactory ’’ who is willing and able to sell the whole. 

Held, that a canal is not a “house or other building or manufac- 
tory’ within the meaning of the section. 


Under the London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) 
Act, 1910, the defendants had power to widen a bridge by which 
the New North Road crosses the Regent’s Canal, the property of 
The defendants under their powers proposed to take 
certain land on either side of the bridge belonging to the plaintiffs, 
and the part with which they would physically interfere consisted 
of a strip of land between the towing path and the neighbouring 
land and a wall forming a boundary of the plaintiffs’ property. 
The defendants proposed to take this land under the Land Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, which was embodied in the above Act. 
The plaintiffs contended that the defendants were compelled to pur- 
chase the whole canal by section 92, which provides that ‘‘ no party 
shall at any time be required to sell or convey to the promoters of the 
undertaking a part only of any house, or other building or manu- 
factory, if such party be willing and able to sell the whole thereof.’ 
The plaintiffs contended that the canal was a single building, and 
asked for an injunction to restrain the defendants from entering upon 
the lands which they proposed to take. The defendants contended that 
the canal was not a building within the meaning of the Act, and 
also that the plaintiffs were not willing and able to sell the whole 
property. 

Warrincton, J., said he should not deal with the question whether 
the plaintiffs were able and willing to dispose of the whole of the 
property. He should refuse the” injunction on the ground that the 
land which the defendants proposed to take was not part of a 
building within the meaning of the Statute. There was no express 
decision on the subject. It was not contended that the canal came 
under the description house or manufactory, but it was said that 
it came under the expression ‘‘or other building.’’ Of course, in 
one sense it was a building, but would any ordinary person looking 
at the Statute say that the canal was a building within the meaning 
of that section? Brett, L.J., in Richards v. Swansea Improvement and 
Tramways Co. (9 Ch. D. 425), had said at p. 434: ‘‘ With regard 
to the construction of the Act of Parliament, in my opinion there 
are three different things treated of in that section of the Act. That 
which is treated of is premises, and there are three kinds of premises 
which are described. The first kind of premises described is a 
house ; and that word has been held to mean not merely that which 
is a house in the ordinary sense, but a house both in the ordinary and 
in the legal sense; that is to say, it must be a house in the ordinary 
sense, but it may include more than a house in the ordinary 
sense, namely, that which is also a house in the legal sense, that is 
the house and the curtilage and garden, and all that is necessary to 
the enjoyment of the house. The second thing which is described in 
that section seems to me that which is not in the ordinary sense a 
house, but a building which is in the nature of a house, although 
in ordinary language it would not be called a house.’’ He said that 
the word building used in that collocation meant something in the 
nature of a house. No one could say that the canal, though a 
building, was a building in the nature of a house. The undertaking 
contained many buildings, but in his opinion it was not one building 
within the meaning of the Act.—Counser, Palfour Browne, K.C., 
Cave, K.C., and Houghton; Morten, K.C., and Sargant. Soticrtors, 
Coward & Hawksley, Sons & Chance; Edward Tanner. 


[Reported by J. B. C. TrraintHen, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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KINGSTON, MILLER, & CO. (LIM.) v. THOMAS KINGSTON & CO. 
(LIM.). Wariington, J. 14th Feb. 


Trape Name—Company—Simimarity or Name—Catcutatep to Mrs 
LEAD— TRANSFER TO ComPANY OF THE NAME OF AN INDIVIDWAL. 


Although a man is entitled to carry on business in his own name 
in competition with a similar business previously established under 
a similar name, notwithstanding confusion may arise as to the iden 
tity of the two husinesses, and although a men having <0 carried 
on business and having acquired a goodwill may be entitled to 
transfer his goodwill fo a company, yet if he has not established a 
business in his own name he cannot by promoting and registering 
a company with a title of which his name forms @ part, confer upon 
that company the rights which he, as an individual, possesses in the 
use of that name. 


Che plaintiffs in this action were a limited company carrying on 
business as caterers and ball furnishers. The defendants were also 
a limited company carrying on a gimilar bucinees. The plaintiff | 


company was incorporated in the year 1897. The promoters were | 
J. S. Kingston and E. W. Miller, and upon incorporation they | 
became managing directors of the company. The business became 
a very well-known one. In 1905 Miller died, and Kingston became 
sole managing director. Kingston had two sons, Thomas and Robert, 
who became associated with him as assistant managers. The two | 

| 


sons were brought to the front, and became peisonally known to 
many of the customers Thomas Kingston thus acquired qualifica 
tions and a reputation which would have been of great value to 
him in setting up business on his own account. At the end of the 
year 1911 Thomas Kingston left the firm, and on the 29th of Decem 
ber, 1911, a new company was incorporated, under the name of 
Thomas Kingston & Co. (Limited), with Thomas Kingston as 
managing director Among the objects with which the company 
wae formed, as expressed by its memorandum of association, were 
(1) to carry on the trade or business of high-class caterers and _ ball 
furnishers; (2) to secure and turn to account the services of Mr. 
Thomas Kingston as an expert caterer and ball furnisher. The 
plaintiffa asked for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
using a& their registered name Thomas Kingston & Co. (Limited), or 
any other name so nearly resembling the registered name of the 
plaintiffs as to be calculated or likely to mislead or deceive the 
public into the belief that the defendants were the same company 
as the plaintiffs, and from using or publishing advertisements, cir 
culars, or other documente under the name of Thomas Kingston & 
Co. (Limited), or any such other name. 

Warrinoton, J., said he had to ask himself whether the use of 
the name ‘‘ Kingston ’”’ in the name of the defendant company was 
calculated to mislead the public into the belief that it was the same 
company aé the plaintiff company. He found, as a fact, that people 
who employed the plaintiff company as caterers frequently referred 
to them as ‘‘ Kingstons,’’ and that the use of the word ‘ Kingston ”’ 
by the defendant company was liable to lead many people to think 
that they were the people of whom they had heard, when, in reality, 


they had heard of the plaintiff company. Sut there were circum 
stances which might justify the use of a name, though liable to 
mislead. For instance, an individual might start a business on his 


own account, and in his own name, and he was not liable to be 
restrained by another individual or by a company of the same name, 
notwithstanding that the use of his own name might be likely to 
deceive. Although there was no express decision on the point, it 
might be conceded that if an individual had carried on business in 
his own name, and had acquired a reputation under that name, he 
could, by selling the goodwill of that business, transfer to a com 
pany the right to use his name, but incidental only to the business 
for which the goodwill was acquired. There was a third case, that 
of a company first starting in an original business taking the name 
of the article it supplied. It could not prevent another from using 
that name. In the case before him the defendant company said 
that Thomas Kingston had what was equivalent to a goodwill. But 
the fallacy was that, although Thomas Kingston had acquired quali 
fications which would have been of value to himself if he had started 
business on his own account, and which would have been of value 
to people employing him, there was nothing in the nature of good 
will. So far as his skill had contributed to the success of the 
plaintiff company, the advantage was theirs; the goodwill of the 
name Thomas Kingston was theirs, and not his. All that he had 
was a certain personal qualification, and his name was not incident 
to that qualification. The law was stated by Joyce, J., in the case 
of the Fine Cotton Spinners and Doublers’ Association (Limited) and 
John Cash & Sons (Limited) v. Harwood Cash & Co. (Limited) 
(1907, 2 Ch. 184, at p. 190), where he said : ‘“‘ A new company, with 
a title of which the name ‘A,’ for instance, forms part, has not 
the natural righte which an individual born with the name of ‘A’ 
would have. I think also that such a company merely by regis- 
tration does not acquire and incorporate the individual rights which 
ite promoters may respectively have had to carry on business in their 
names; and, further, I think that a person of the name of 





own 


‘A,’ without transferring a business and goodwill, cannot, by merely 
authorizing the promoters of a company to use his name as part 
of their title, confer on such company a right to do 60 as against 
other people who would be damaged thereby.’’ That passage seemed 
to him exactly applicable to the present case. The company did cm | 





incorporate rights which Thomas Kingston had to carry on business 


in his own name. Thomas Kingston was not transferring business 
or goodwill, he was merely authorizing the promoters to use his 
name as part of the title of the company.—CounseL, Cave, K.C., and 
Chubb; Clauson, K.C., and Siam p. Souicrrors, A, ('. Mead; Han 
hart & Co. 

[Reported by J. B. C. Treeartuen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re JAMES M, TINLINE, Deceased. ELDER rv. TINLINE, 
Parker, J. 15th and 16th Feb. 


W1tt——-ConstructTioN—INTENTION TO ReLEASE A Dept—CoveENANT IN A 
MortGAGE—EVIDENCE OF INTENTION OF 'TESTATOR—CONSIDERATION 
Revease at Law. 


A direction by a testator in his will to his trustees to pay his son 
a sum of money, coupled with evidence that at the time when th 
testator took security from his son for a debt still owing, he had 
said that he did not intend to enforce such security, does not amount 


| to a release of such debt, and the trustees can accordingly retain such 


legacy, and set it off against the debt, which was of larger amount 
then the le gacy. 


This was a eummons to determine whether a sum of £500 
bequeathed to J. D. M. Tinline under the terms of paragraph 


| 10 of the will of the testator should be retained by the plaintiff by 


way of set-off in part satisfaction of a larger debt owing by the 


| defendant to the estate of the testator under a mortgage, or whether 


such debt was, in fact, releaged by reason of the testator’s instructions 
at the time of taking the mortgage. Mr. A. P. Dell, who prepared 
the mortgage, gave evidence that on several occasions the testator 
informed him that he did not intend or expect his son to pay him the 
moneys secured by the said mortgage, unless he became absolutely 
entitled to a certain share under a settlement, an event which has 
not yet happened. Counsel for the son and his trustee in bankruptcy 
argued that the words of the will were a clear direction to pay the 
£500, and that the evidence of the testator’s expressed intention at the 
time the mortgage was arranged amounted to a desire to release his 
son in the event of his reversionary interest under the settlement 
not falling into possession. Moreover, the father never demanded any 
interest. He referred to Hden v. Smyth (1800, 5 Vesey 341), Reeves 
v. Brymer (1801, 6 Vesey 516), Gilbert v. Wetherell (2 8. & 8S. 254), 
and Flower v. Martin (1837, 2 My. & Cr. 459). He asked to be 
allowed to incorporate the remarks of Mr. Theobald on the subject 
in the last edition of his work on Wills, at pages 808, 818. He 
argued that the testator took the deed as a security in one event, 
and in one event only, and not generally. The words in the will were 
strong as directing payment to the son. The will was made on the 
testator’s deathbed. ‘This security was only to be used in terrorem. 
Counsel for the trustees referred to Chester v. Warwick (23 Bear 404) 
The cases cited by the other side were different. Here there had 
been no representation as in those cases that the debt would be with 
drawn, on the faith of which the son might have acted so as to make 
it inequitable to enforce the debt now. He relied upon Cross v. 
Sprigg (1849, 6 Hare 552). He also cited Re Hyslop, Hyslop v. Cham 
berlain (1894, 3 Ch. 522), Re Pink, Pink v. Pink (56 Soxicrrors’ 
JournnaL 274), and Re Akerman, Akerman vy. Akerman (1891, 3 Ch. 
212). 


Parker, J., said: In this case the testator has given his residue 
as follows : ‘‘ Upon trust for all my children (subject to paragraph 10 
hereof) who, being male, attain the age of twenty-five years, or, being 
female, attajn that age or earlier marry, to be divided between such 
children as tenants in common in equal shares.’ The material part 
of clause 10 is as follows : ‘‘ As to the share of my son, J. D. M. Tinline, 
in my residuary estate, I declare that my trustees shall pay to him 
the sum of £500 absolutely (although he may not have attained the 
age of twenty-five years), but as to the balance of such share I 
declare that the same shall not be paid to him, but shall be retained by 
my trustees upon the trusts following.’’ Then followed a discre 
tionary trust in favour of the son of the balance of his share, which 
the learned judge read. It appears that at the testator’s death his 
son was indebted to him in a considerable sum, amounting to upwards 
of £1,100, secured by a covenant to repay, contained in a mortgage 
deed, so that in the normal course there would have been a right of 
retainer or set-off in respect of this debt of £500 bequeathed to the 
son by the testator, notwithstanding that the son had, after the death 
of the testator, become bankrupt. But the question here is whether 
this bequest amounts to an absolute release of the debt, or whether, 
owing to extraneous circumstances, there was no debt at all. The son 
had got into monetary difficulties and litigation, and the money was 
advanced by the father for the purpose of paying the costs of that 
litigation. The testator thought it worth while to take a security 
consisting of a charge of a contingent reversionary interest, which his 
son had under a settlement, and of a personal covenant. When the 
testator took this security, the evidence goes to shew that he told 
his solicitor he did not intend or expect his son to pay unless he came 
into the reversionary interest. This is, in my opinion, quite irrelevant 
with regard to determining the effect of the taking of this security. 
I must take it that the testator intended his son to remain indebted 
to him, though no doubt he did not intend to enforce the debt. It 
is said that I am entitled to hold that this is sufficient to amount 
to a release in equity. Of course, when you have a legacy to a debtor 
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it may be in such a form as to release the debt. But it is well settled 
that this is not so without additional words on the face of the will. 
Cases have, however, been cited to me where no such additional words 
were in the will, and yet extraneous evidence was supplied to shew 
what, the intent of the testator was. I do not think any general rule 
ought to be deduced from these cases. They are all reviewed by Vice- 
Chancellor Wigram in the case of Cross v. Sprigg (ubi supra), where 
he laid it down that such a release in order to be effective must 
amount to a release at law, or else it must amount to an agreement 
between the debtor and the creditor, which amounts in equity to a 
release, and which could be enforced in equity. But where any of 
these cases appear to go further than that, there has always been 


Re HALSTON. EWEN v. HALSTON. Eve, J. 23rd Jan. 


Wit—Mispescription or Devisre—Girr 10 Joun Wittiam H.—No 
Sucn Person—Joun Rosert H. ENTITLED. 

A testator devised freehold property to John William H., the son 
of Israel H. There was no such person living at the date of the will, 
but Israel H. had a son John Robert H. 

Held. that John Robert H. was entitled. 

Re Ely (65 LZ. 7'., 452) not followed. 

This was an adjourned summons taken out by the legal personal 
representative of the testator, asking whether the defendant, John 


| Robert Halston, was entitled to certain freehold property under the 


something done by the testator after the indebtedness arose, such as | 


a memorandum entered in his books, which went to establish such 
a release. In this case there is no evidence at all as to anything 
which the testator subsequently did. All that is relied upon are his 
contemporaneous directions at the time of taking the mortgage. They 
do not affect the indebtedness of the son, and would be no answer 
if the son had been sued on his covenant in the lifetime of his father. 
It appears to me, therefore, that I should direct that the trustees 
ought to retain the £500 as against the indebtedness of the son to his 
father’s estate.—CounsEL, omer, K.C., and Owen Thompson; 
Martelli, K.C., and Briscoe; Elphinstone for Radcliffe. Soticrrors, 
Guscotte, Wadham, & Co., for Sparkes, Pope, & Thomas, Exeter ; 
Peacock & Goddard, for Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth. 


[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


FRASER v. FEAR. Eve, J. 15th Feb. 


FisHeny—DistuRBANCE—TRaP OR Fixep EnGinr—Orentna Stuices— 
DRAWING OFF WaTER—ACTION FOR INJUNCTION NOTWITHSTANDING 
PENALTIES—SALMON FIsHERy ACTs. 


A lessee of a salmon fishery can maintain an action for an injunction 
to restrain a disturbance of his fishery notwithstanding that the acts 
constituting such disturbance are offences for which pains and 
penalties are prescribed by the Salmon Fishery Acts. 

Stevens v. Chown (1901, 1 Ch. 894) applicd. 


This was an action for disturbance of a fishery. The plaintiff was 
lessee of a fishery on the river Test, and the defendants were owners 
of a mill situated on Fishlet cut or stream, which was part of the 
river. The plaintiff alleged that the defendants had placed a trap 
or ‘‘ fixed engine ”’ across the river, which prevented the fish going up 
the stream, and caught those going down, and he contended that this 
was a common law nuisance to the fishery by obstruction. The acts 
of the defendants of which the plaintiff complained were :—(1) The 
fixing of an eel trap in the “ fishing mill dam’”’; (2) the opening of 
sluices so as to prevent the water ‘flowing over the dam; (3) the 
neglect to supply the dam with a proper fish pass; (4) the draining off 
of water fms the cut for the purpose of cleansing the bed; and (5) 
the opening of sluices whereby the water was diverted from the 
plaintiff’s fishery. 

Eve, J.—The matters complained of, if well founded, constitute an 
offence under the Salmon Fishery Acts, and the first question is, 
whether the plaintiff can maintain an action for an injunction not- 
withstanding the pains and penalties prescribed for the offences under 
those Acts. I think that he can. The plaintiff’s claim is based on 
the allegation that the defendants’ acts are acts of invasion of his 
property and rights, which he possesses apart from any statutory pro 
visions, and which he was entitled to enjoy, and that such rights were 
seriously interfered with by the defendants, and that the fact that 
the doing of these acts might render the defendants liable to penalties 
under particular statutes did not in any way preclude him from 
resorting to this court for such relief as might be appropriate to secure 
to him the enjoyment of his property and rights. If authority for 
this conclusion is required, it is to be found in the case of Stevens v. 
Chown (1901, 1 Ch. 894). The result of the plaintiff’s evidence 
comes to this, that the matters complained of injured his fishery by 
obstructing the passage of salmon to and from the sea, that the 
periodical emptying of the cut destroyed large numbers of fish, and 
that the opening of the sluices injuriously affected the state of the 
water, and diverted the ascending salmon into the cut. I cannot, 
however, hold that the plaintiff has been damaged by the obstruction, 
even if it took place, and the plaintiff is not entitled to any relief 
in respect to the eel trap and its manipulation. The periodical 
emptying of cut leads, no doubt, to the destruction of fish, but I doubt 
if the plaintiff has any cause of action in respect of this matter, and 
even if he has the defendants have established a prescriptive right to 
draw off the water for the purpose of cleansing the bed of the stream. 
With regard to the manipulation of the hatches, it was not pretended 
that the plaintiff could altogether prevent the drawing of the hatches, 
and in the absence of evidence that the drawing was unnecessary for 
any legitimate purpose, and wrongful, and thereby caused damage 
to the plaintiff, it is impossible to attribute the present condition of 
the fishing to wrongful acts of the defendants. The plaintiff’s action, 
therefore, fails on all grounds, and must be dismissed with costs. 
Counse,, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Hrnest Charles; Acland, K.C., 
and G. W. Ricketts. Soxicitors, Faithfull & Owen; Whitehouse, 
Etherington, & Co., for Tyler, Mortimer, & Atlee, Romsey. 


[Reported by 8. E, Wit11ama, Barrister-at-Law.] 


| 





devise to John William Halston, and that the costs should be paid 
by the unsuccessful claimant. By his will, made in 1891, the testator 
appointed his wife sole executrix, and devised all the freehold 
property of which he should be possessed at his death to the use 
of his wife for life, and after her death ‘‘ to the use of John William 
Halston, otherwise Alston, the son of Israel Hals‘on, otherwise 
Alston, in fee eimple.’”’ The testator died in 1899, and his widow 
died in 1911, having by her will appointed the plaintiffs her executors. 
The defendant, John Robert Halston, was the second surviving son 
of Israel Halston, the testator’s brother, and was born in 1878. There 
was also a son of Israel Halston, who was named John William 
Halston, and was born in March, 1874, and died ten days afterwards. 
The death of this son was well known to the testator, but there was 
no evidence that the testator knew that the defendant had been given 
of Robert. The co-heiresses of the testator were made 


the name 
respondents to the summons though only one appeared on the 
summons. 


Eve, J.—In the devise the testator has accurately described a 
person whose existence had been known to him, and whose death, 
some seventeen years before the date of the will, had also been 
known to him. In these respects the facts are identical with those 
of Re Ely (65 L. T. 452), where Kekewich, J., held that there 
having been a person in existence known to the testator answering 
to the exact description of the legatee, there was no such ambiguity 
on the face of the will as to admit of parol evidence being given for 
the purpose of identifying the person intended by the testator to 
take the benefit of the legacy, and he held that in these circumstances 
the gift could not take effect. If that decision stood alone it would 
be my duty to follow it. But I am relieved from the obligation, by 
which I should otherwise feel myself bound, by the observations on 
Re Ely, made by Farwell, L.J., in the case of Re Ofner (1909, 1 Ch. 
60), where he expressed his opinion in clear and unambiguous lan- 
guage that the decision was wrong. Fortified by that expression of 
opinion, and the series of relevant decisions to which my attention 
has been drawn, and to which the attention of Kekewich, J., was not 
apparently called, I think I can disregard Pe Lly, and consider how 
far the principles embodied in the earlier cases are applicable to the 
present one. To begin with, one cannot assume that the testator 
intended to make a devise to a non-existing person, and the duty 
of the court is to ascertain whom he did intend. To do this it is 
obvious that in most cases recourse must be had to evidence outside 
the will, and the cases shew that in making the inquiry it is com- 
petent for the court to receive parol evidence. The evidence 
here proves that the death of John William, seventeen years before 
the date of the will, was well known to the testator. There is no 
evidence that the testator knew that the younger son had been called 
John Robert, but he always took an interest in the boy, and told 
him, when shooting over the property, that the land would ultimately 
belong to him. On the evidence I can entertain no reasonable doubt 
that the testator intended to devise his real estate to John Robert 
K.C., and Stokes; 


Halston.—Counset, Maugham; P. O. Lawrence, 
Lightwood. Sotrcrrors, C. R. Sawyer & Withall for H. J. Jefferies 
ad: Bygott, Southend; Thorne, Mockridge, Qwles, Limmer, d& Wood; 


Webb. 
[Reported by 8. E. 


Browne 
Wutu1aMs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. LEACH. 12th Feb. 

ApprAt From Court or CriminAt Aprrat To House or 
Lorps— Power to Grant Lecan At—CriminaL Arrean Act, 19607 
(7 Ep. 7, c. 23), ss. 1 (6), 10 aNnb 21. 

The Court of Criminal Appeal, sitting as a 
to grant an appellant legal aid under section 10 of the ¢ riminal Appeal 
Act, 1907, on an appeal from a decision of the Court of Criminal Appe al 
to the House of Lords, where the Attorney-General has grantea his 
certificate under section 1 (6) of that Act. 

The appellant appealed to the Court of Criminal Appeal against a 
conviction for incest at the Stafford Assizes on a point of law. The 
appeal was dismissed. The appellant having obtained the certificate 
of the Attorney-General under eection 1 (6) of the Criminal Appeal 
Act, appealed to the House of Lords. The appellant now applied to a 
single judge of the Court of Criminal app« al for legal aid under section 
10 of the Act on his appeal to the House of Lorde. 

Lorp Anverstone, C.J., held, that the Court had power to grant 
such aid, and he made an order granting it.—-Sovicrror, for the appel 
lant, the Registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at Law.] 
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Societies. 


Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law 
Society. 

The annual meeting of this sox iety was held on Friday last, the 
retiring president, Mr. L. Luoyp Joun (Corwen) in the chair. The 
prizes awarded for the year 1911 were presented as follows :—The 
‘John Allington Hughes "’ prize, to Mr. George Elton Morgan, who 
was articled to Mr. J. H. Bate, of Wrexham; the “Sir Horatio 
Lloyd’ prize, to Mr. H. Kenneth Douglas, LL.B., who was articled 
to Mr. J. P. Douglas, of Chester; and the Intermediate Examination 
prize, to Mr. W. R. Jones, who is articled to Mr. James Porter, of 
Conway. ° 

The report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts were 
received and adopted, and the following officers were elected for the 
ensuing year :—President, Mr. N. A. E. Way, Chester; vice-president, 
Mr. T. H. Whiteley, Nantwich; hon. treasurer, Mr. F. B. Mason, 
Chester; hon. secretary, Mr. Henry G. Hope, Chester. The following 
are the committee :—Messrs. J. Hopley Pierce (Wrexham), C. H. 
Pedley (Crewe), A. L. Birch (Chester), R. Farmer (Chester), A. 
Foulkes Roberts (Denbigh), R. G. Williams (Chester), L. Lloyd John 
(Corwen), H. Hatt-Cook (Northwich), and H. F. Brown (Chester). 

The members dined together in the evening at the Blossoms Hotel, 
under the presidency of Mr. N. A. E. Way, the principal guests being 
His Honour Judge Moss and Dr. Butt, president of the Chester Medical 
Association. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The society now numbers 192 members. Five barristers 
subscribe to the library. 

Land T'ranster.—Afver stating the course of events with regard to 
this matter, the committee says that at the conference of 22nd of 
November last there were present 16 members of the council of the 
Law Society and 78 delegates representing 44 provincial law societies, 
and the following resolutions were passed :—(1) That the Council be 
recommended to inform the Lord Chancellor that with a view to 
simplifying the transfer of land, the Council are prepared to submit 
a Bill for assimilating the law of realty and personalty in accordance 
with the views of Mr. T. Cyprian Williams, as summarized in paragraph 
101 of the report of the Royal Commission, and to invite his Lord- 
ship to support such a measure. (Carried with 9 dissentients.) (2) 
That the consideration of the question of any extension of the system 
of compulsory registration of title should be deferred until the law 
has been amended as above suggested, and the amendments recom 
mended by the report of the Royal Commission have also been passed 
into law, and the system as amended has been found to work satisfac- 
torily. (Carried unanimously.) (3) That opposition should be offered 
to any Bill designed to take away the right of the County Councils to 
determine whether or not the present or any system of compulsory regis- 
tration of title shall be established in their countries. (Carried nem. 
con.). Mr. Cyprian Williams has accordingly been invited to revise 
his Bill so as to bring it up to date and to prepare a memorandum to 
accompany it, and the committee await copies of such revised Bill 
and the memorandum 

Public Sale Conditions.—The attention of the committee has been 
drawn several times during the year to what appears to be the grow- 
ing practice of incorporating the society’s public sale conditions by 
reference in the special conditions, no copy of the public sale condi 
tions being attached. The committee consider that this practice is 
unfair to the public, apart from the fact that it virtually amounts to 
a breach of the society's copyright, and accordingly they call upon 
the members to do all in their power to discourage such practice. 

Appointment of Clerk of the Peace and Clerk to County Council of 
Flintshire.—On a vacancy occurring in the office of Clerk of the Peace 
for the County of Flint, and Clerk to the County Council, the com- 
mittee met to consider the advertised terms of appointment, which 
included the following :—‘‘ The clerk shall be required to give the 
whole of his time to the duties of his office, and shall (if not a barrister 
or solicitor), at his own expense provide such legal assistance as may 
be necessary for the due performance of his duties.’”” The committee 
unanimously passed the following resolution :—‘‘ That the committee 
of the Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law Society (com- 
prising amongst its members a large number of solicitors practising in 
the County of Flint) view with strong disapprobation the terms of 
the advertisement for a Clerk of the Peace for the County of Flint, 
inasmuch as it permits the appointment of a person not a barrister or 
solicitor, leaving him to make his own private arrangements for the 
necessary legal work connected with his office. The duties of that 
office cannot be adequately performed by anyone except a trained 
lawyer, and the suggestion that a clerk who is not a lawyer should 
obtain legal aseistance at his own expense cannot, in the opinion of the 
committee, fail to work unsatisfactorily. The committee trust that 
the standing joint committee will give careful consideration to the 
views above expressed before proceeding to make the appointment.”’ 
A copy of this resolution was sent to each member of the standing 
joint committee of the County of Flint and to the Law Society. Mem- 
bers will be aware that the gentleman appointed to fill the two offices 
is neither a barrister nor a solicitor. 

A Room for Solicitors at Assizes and Quarter Sessions.—The com- 





reference to a room being provided for solicitors only at the assizes 
and quarter sessions for the respective counties within the society’s 
district, but without much success. In three cases only have their 
efforts so far been successful, and in most places it does not seem 
likely that any special accommodation can be provided. The matter 
is on the agenda for the annual meeting. 





The General Council of the Bar. 


The following officers and additional members of the Bar Council 
have been appointed for the ensuing year :—Chairman, Mr. W. English 
Harrison, K.C.; vice-chairman, Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C. ; treasurer, 
Mr. T. Tindal Methold. Additional members, Lord Robert Cecil, 
K.C., M.P., Mr. J. C. Priestley, C., Mr. G. J. Talbot, K.C., 
Mr. J. R. Atkin, K.C., Mr. R. V. Bankes, K.C., and Mr. P. 8. Gregory. 





The City of London Solicitors’ Company. 


At the third ordinary annual general meeting of the City of London 
Solicitors’ Company, held at Pewterers’ Hall, Lime-street, E.C., Mr. 
John C. Holmes, master, presiding, Mr. Henry John Adkin and Mr, 
J. Montague Haslip were elected members of the court, in the place 
of Messrs. F. W. Biddle and W. H. Leese, who retired and did not 
offer themselves for re-election. Mr. Albert S. Hicks, of Messrs, 
Hicks, Walters & Co., was re-elected hon. auditor. The report of 
the court and accounts for the year were adopted. 

An extraordinary general meeting followed, at which an important 
resolution altering the articles with reference to the composition of 
the court and the course of promotion thereto was passed by the 
requisite majority as a resolution to be submitted for confirmation as a 
special resolution to a second extraordinary general meeting to be 
subsequently convened. 

At the conclusion of this meeting a court was held at which Sir 
William J. Crump was elected master for the ensuing year, Sir Thomas 
H. D. Berridge was elected senior warden, and Mr. G. Cosens junior 
warden. Sir Momewood Crawford (City Solicitor), past master, was 
elected hon. treasurer, and Mr. H. D. P. Francis was re-elected clerk. 








Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. Davin Artnur NicHott, solicitor, Town Clerk of Scarborough, 
has been appointed Town Clerk of Wandsworth, in succession to Mr. 
H. G. Hills, retiring. 





Changes in Partnerships, &c. . 


Dissolution. 


TempLcen Letusripce Down and Joun Stroker Hoa, solicitors 
(Templer Down & Hogg), 31, Lombard-street, London, E.C. Sept. 30. 
(Gazette, Feb. 16. 





Information Required. 


ALFRED THOMAS BARTON, late of ‘‘ Southcombe,”’ Paignton, 
S. Devon, and Pembroke College, Oxford, deceased. Any person who 
witnessed the signature of the deceased to any will, codicil, or other 
testamentary disposition, or who has the custody or care of any such 
document, is kindly requested to communicate at once with Messrs. 
Smith and Kenny, of Victoria-street, Paignton, solicitors. 





General. 


The trustees of the Peel Settled Estates have, says the Times, been 
receiving the support of the Mineral Owners Association of Great 
Britain in testing the claim of the Inland Revenue to mineral rights 
duty in respect of surface rents where lands are let to colliery lessees. 
The Official Referee gave his decision in favour of the trustees, but 
the Inland Revenue gave notice of appeal. We now learn that the 
solicitor to the Inland Revenue has sent a formal intimation to Messrs. 
Dangerfield, Blythe, and Canning, of Craven-street, W.C., who are 
acting for the trustees, that he has received the Board’s directions to 
abandon the appeal and with it the claim for mineral rights duty in 
respect of the rents in question. 

We are informed that a large majority of the members present at 4 
special meeting of the United Law Clerks’ Society, held on the 14th 
inst., decided that the society should become an approved society 
under the National Insurance Act, 1911. This society is now in 1's 
eightieth year, and is believed to be the oldest friendly society for 
clerks in the country, and throughout its whole career has maintained 


‘a position of financial stability. Consisting of clerks in the legal pro- 


fession, and being entirely self-governed and enjoying the confidence 
and financial support of the Bench, the Bar and solicitors, its rates of 
contributions and benefits will bear comparison with those of other 


societies. Persons desiring information should address the secretary, 


mittee have been in communication with the proper authorities with j at the offices, 2, Stone Buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, Ww.Cc. 
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A man, who appeared to be one of the unemployed, entered un- 
observed, says the Evening Standard, the chamber of one of the judges 
in the Four Courts, Dublin, and helped himself to the lunch which 
had been prepared for the judge. While he was pouring out a cup of 
tea he was discovered by the attendant in charge, who had him 
removed, and went to look for a policeman. In the meantime the man 
escaped, and a search failed to discover him. 


Most remarkable among execrable writers, says the American Case 
and Comment, = the Daily Chronicle, was John Bell, the barrister 
of whom Lord Eldon said to the Prince Regent that he was the ablest 
equity lawyer of his time, though he could “ neither read, write, walk 
nor talk.’’ Bell was a cripple, and his Westmorland accent combined 
with his stammer to make his speech unintelligible. The character of 
his writings appears from his own statement that he had three styles, 
one of which he could read but his clerk could not, while the second 
was intelligible to his clerk but not to himself, and the third baffled 
both of them. 

We commented last week on a letter to the Times narrating the 
writer’s attempt to obtain adjudication for stamp duty of a deed of 
transfer of a grave. The writer of the letter, Mr. A. C. Langham, 
of 10, Bartlett’s Buildings, Holborn-circus, E.C., in a further letter 
to the Times, gives the sequel to the case. ‘‘ We have this morning,”’ 
he says, “‘ received a notification from the Inland Revenue that the 
instrument had been assessed as sufficiently stamped at 10s. As I 
understand this, it means that they have reversed their former policy 
of requiring graves to be valued, and have adopted our view that the 
property is not the subject of valuation at all.” 

On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Stuart Wortley asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether the £901,000 given as the total 
sum paid to the Exchequer in respect of land values duties up to 
the 14th of February, 1912, included any and what sums paid ae 
mineral rights duty; whether, in the case of mineral rights duty, any 
valuation or other consideration of capital or eite value or any valua 
tion of ungotten minerals was necessary or resorted to; whether the 
cost of collecting the mineral rights duty was lessened by the fact 
that income tax was, before the paseing of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 
1910, and still is, levied and paid on mineral royalties and rents; and 
whether any reason exists for describing the mineral rights duty as 1 
land value duty. Mr. Masterman said: Mineral rights duty is in 
cluded in the total given, but I cannot anticipate my right hon. friend’: 
financial statement as to the yield of particular taxes. The answere 
to the second and third parts of the question are in the negative 
With regard to the fourth part, inasmuch as mineral rights duty ie a 
charge on a monopoly value arising out of land it is appropriately 
classed as a land values duty. 

The extra block of Law Court buildings which has been in course 
of erection since November, 1908, will, says the Evening Standard, 
be finished by the contract time in July, but it will be after the Long 
Vacation, probably in October, that the formal opening will take place. 
The constructional work is already completed, and as the masons 
engaged on the external walls proceed with their task and the carving 
is executed, the scaffolding is being taken down. Already an idea can 
be obtained of the imposing character of the building, which harmonises 
in all respects with the existing courts. Sir Henry Tanner, the archi- 
tect, has followed closely on Mr. Street’s original designs, so that when 
the fresh appearance of the stonework of the new buildings has worn 
off there will be little to distinguish the new from the old. There are 
four courts, and it is expected that two of them will be devoted to 
the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, the third to the Chan- 
cery Division, while the fourth is intended for the hearing of criminal 
appeals. The new Criminal Appeal Court has been specially designed 
for the purpose, twenty cells having been built underneath. The courts 
will be ventilated by a new system, which it is claimed will purify the 
air and provide facilities for cooling or heating it as the judges desire. 
There will be ample accommodation for witnesses, jurors, and inter- 
ested parties. together with retiring rooms for the judges and apart- 
ments for officers of the courts. When the building is sufficiently dry, 
furnishing operations will be commenced. The amount voted by 
Parliament towards the new buildings is £100,000. 

The Ruseian Government some time ago, says a writer in the Law 
Magazine, issued an Ukase interdicting the use of the waters bordering 
on the province of Archangel for a distance of twelve nautical miles 
from shore. As British fishermen resort to this region in quite con- 
siderable numbers, Sir E. Grey very properly entered an emphatic pro- 

. Other countries no doubt joined in this step. Until recent years 
the three-mile limit was universally accepted without question. The 
older principle of taking the extreme range of heavy ordnance—always 
a uncertain one—had been abandoned. The Russian jurist, de Mar- 
tens, however, took a strong view in favour of considering the limit 
% extended to ten miles, and gave effect to this opinion in his arbitral 
decision in the Costa Rica Packet case. But in the Behring Sea Arbi- 
tration, and in the recent Newfoundland Fisheries case, the established 
limit of three miles was treated as the legal one. On very many 
Secasions the British and United States Governments have officially 
adopted the doctrine that the three-mile limit is recognized by the 

w of Nations. At the Newfoundland arbitration, Lammasch, 
Drago and Lohmann agreed in ascribing legal force to the three-mile 
limit. A contrary view was long held by Spain, but her claim was 
never submitted to by other nations. Nor can the Ruesian action be 
tupported by any prescriptive right to treat the White Sea as mare 
deusum. It may at one time have been so; but close seas are out of 
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date. The pessimists who explained at great length, during last year’s 
discussions on the Declaration of London, that diplomatic preesure was 
never of any use, may consider the effect on their position of the fact 
that Ruesia is now understood to have withdrawn the objectionable 
Ukase in deference to the universal protest against it. 


Roya Navy.—Parente thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 
and Medical Branches, on application to James Gieve, Royal Naval 
Enquiry Agency, 65, South Molton-street, London, W.—{Advt.] 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rots ov Reatstears tx ATTENDANCE OW 


Eyrrerxcy Apprat Court Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 


Date. Rota. No, 2, Joyox. Swinvew Eapy. 
Monday Feb. 26 Mr Borrer Mr Beal Mr Farmer Mr Greswell 
Tuesday ........ 27 Leach Borrer Bloxam eal 
Wedneaday...... 28 Farmer Leach Theei Borrer 
Thursday ....... 20 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Friday ...March 1 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Saturday ......... 2 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Juatice 

Date. Wanrrinotor. NEVILLE. Parker. Eves, 
Morday Feb, 26 Mr Church Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ........ 27 Synge Farmer Church Greswell 
Wedresday...... 28 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Beal 
Thursday 29 Greswell Theed Goldsshmidt Borrer 
friday | March Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Saturday......... 2 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming “Auction Sales. 

Feb. 27.—Mesers. Driver, Jonas, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds and Lsase- 
hold (see advertisement, back page, Feb. 17). 
ret 23.— Messrs. Dawret Sutra, Son, & Oaxury, at the Mart: Ground Rents (see 

verti t, back page, Jan. 27). 

“a een Vooeun, Butt, & Coorrr, at the — . 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents and Building Land (see advertisement, back page, Feb. 3). 

March 7.—Messrs. J. A. & W. Tsar, at the Mart, at 2:+Freeho!d Ground Rents (see 
advertisement, back », this week. 

March 29.— Mesare. pare J. Cuarrare & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 
Rent (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Feb. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Lrurrep rn Caanorey. 


F. G. Paterson & Co, Ltp—Petn for winding 'p, presented Feb 6, directed to toa 
Feb 26. Scholfield & Co, 2%, Kennedy st, Manchester, solors to the petnrs. ; otice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than ¥ o'clock in the afternoon 
of Feb 24. : aa ; 

FORRESTT & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 12, oo to pe moan 
Feb 27. Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich, solors for the petnrs. No a of appe: - 
ing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 0: 
Feb 26. = — 

FREpERicx C. GLENISTER & Co, Lap—Petn for winding up, presented Feb . et 
to be heard Feb 27 Ellis Strange, 6, Broad ct chmbrs, Bow st, solor to tl “ —- 
Notice of appearing mu;>t reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of Feb 26. J we 

Homes & SAVINGS. Ltp—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 13, Groves to - 
heard Feb 27. Shirley Woolmer, 67, Temple chmbrs, solor for the petnr. —_ e 0 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
«f Feb 26. : 

IDEAL Pusuicity Co, Lrp.—Petn for winding-up, presented Feb 15, directed ae 
Feb 27. Sbarpe, Pritchard & Co, 12, New ct, Carey st, solors for petnr. ‘ otice : 
appearing must reach the above pamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 0 
Feb 26, 
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Assets Over ia ee ime oad ... £2000,000 
Claims Paid EXCEED ... ae We ... £&4,000,000 


CHIEP OFFICES: General Dalidings. Perth. 
General Buil lings, Aldwych, Gtrand, London, W.C. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE INSURANCE. 


Bonds accepted by the High Courts for Receivers and Administrators; by Board 
of Trade for Trustecs in Bankruptcy and Liquidators. 
Bonds also accepted by the Inland Revenue, Excise, Treasury, and other Govern- 
ment Departments. 
CONTINGENCY RISKS. 
Guarintees issued in respect of Lost or Missing Documents. Defective Title, 
Missing Beneficiaries, and Issue Risks. F. NORIE-MILLER, J.P., Gen:ral Manager. 











UNITED Process Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 10, directed to be heard 
Feb 27. Nicholson, Graham & Jones, 24, Coleman st, solors for the ptnrs. Notice of 
appeating must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

‘eb 26. 
London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Feb. 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Unvcimitap rm Omancesr. 

BRITISH AND AFRICAN INCORPORATED ASSOCIATION~—Petn for winding up, presented 
Feb 7, direete 1 to be heard March 4, Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno, solors for 
petor Notice of appearing must reach the above named nos later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of Mar 1 

COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

MANCHESTER TyrewriTER Co, Ltb—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 12, directed 
to be heard Feb 2s. Ernest Falkner, 30, Cross st, Manchester, solors for the petnr. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of Feb 26. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntaril y. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 16. 
BAGILLT Coat Co, Ltp 
QUEEN CHARLOTTE MINING AND PAosrKCTING Co, LTD, 
CANADIAN PACIFIC TRADING AND DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD. 
Mica Surpiy Co, Ltp 
SOUTH MANCHURIAN SYNDICATE, LTD. 
DOWNINGS (1911) LD. 
GREENWICH RvBRER RECOVERY Co, LTD. 
SPENNYMOOR Mo BL BikeRy Co, Lrp. 
SLINGER Wir® BLock Co, LIb. 
TALANA COLLIERIES, LTD. 
H. Sarpou & Co, Lrp 
FOLKESTONE, SANDGATE AND Hi¥THE BILL PosTING AND ADVERTISING Co, LTD, 
MoRrENI-BAicot Co, LTp 
FRINTON-ON-SEA LAND PURCHASE SYNDICATE, LTD. 
HORNCASTLE AND WOODHALL SPA STEAM LAUNDRY Co, LD, 
* TAMWORTH TIMES” PRINTING Co, LTD, 
RESIDUARY Assets (0, LTp 
MARTINS Motors, Lrp 
J. W. DANIEL & Co, LTD 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Feb. 2), 


WHEAL RASHLEIGH CHIN \ CLAY Co, LID. 
THRISLINGTON CoAL Co. Ltd 

MILLBANK Buick AND TEKKA CoTTa Co, LTD, 
W. L. TAYLOR & Co, Lib 

Rep Cross DousLine Co, LT». 

ORIENTAL VENTURES, LTD. 

VILGARN SYNDICATE, Ltp 

WIMPOLE STEAM LAUNDRY Co, LrD. 

GOs~ina & Co, LTD. 

WILLIAM LEK, Son & Co, LTD. 

MAZOR SYNDICATE, LTD. 

GOOLE SoctaL CLUB, LTD, 

J AND G ALWARD, LTD, 

K A WATERPROOFING AND Dyk FIXING Co, Ltp, 
SHARPS GREEN CEMENT WoRKS, LTD, 

A W BArtTLett & Co. Lrp. 

BURLINGTON Motor Co, Lrp, 

CLACTON MINERAL WATER Co, LTD. 

PICTURE PLAYHOUSES, LTD. 

LAW'S Estate Co, LTp 





———————— = 


Creditors’ No otices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35- 


Last Day or OCxarm. 
London Gazette.-—FrtDayY, Feb. 14, 

BARTHOLOMEW, GILBERT, Holland park, Kensington Mar 31 Bristows & Co, Copthall 

bides 
BETTERIDGE, 

Coventry 
BLACKBI RN, PHYLLIS, Haighton, ur Preston Mar 16 Jukes, Preston 
BootH, EDWIN HENRY, Petherton rd, Canonbury, Commission Ageut Mar25 W R 

& W Ascroft, Preston 

BOURNE, JOHN THOMAS, Chebsey, Stafford, Farmer Mar25 Lea, Eccleshall, Staffs 


BROOK, MEBER ALFRED, Sheilield, Commercial Traveller Mar 15 Southern & Co, 


Burnley 
BUCKLBY, HANNAH, Gorton, Manchester Mur 20 Pollitt Manchester 





PHILIP GkorGER, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer Mar 25 Rotheram, 





CARLYLY, George, West Kirby, Ches‘er, Wholesale Stationer Mar 18 Kent, 
Liverpool 

CEELY, Ré OBERT WALTER, Montrose av, Kilburn Mari5 Strickland, Southampton gt 

CHAMBERS, JOHN WooDHEAD, Gosverton, Lincola Mar12 Smith & Co, Donington nr 
Spaldin 

Oossaneres, ‘bume SARAH KATHERINE, Blackburn Mar 31 Costeker & Co, Blackburn 

Cox, Georar Jou, Margate Aprill3 Gomm, Margate 

COGAN, MICHAEL, Eckington, Derby Mar 30 Fooks, Carey st 

COLE, SAMUEL, Ki-gsteignton, Devon, Farmer Mar12 Hacker & Michelmore, Newton 
Abbot 

Cooper, AMELIA, Harborne, Birmingham Mar25 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 

CURTIS, PHILIP, Ardleigh, Essex, Farmer Mar 2 Howard & Co, Colchester 

DIxoN, SARAH Repecci, St Leonardson Sea Marl Burnett, Carlisle 

EveN, LAURA, Newport Pagnell, Bucks Mari3 Watkins & Co, Sackville st 

ELLIOTT, Joun, South Woodford, Essex Mari6 Martin & Co, Philpot In 

ERMEN, FLORENCE ELEANOR, Hemel Hempstead. Herts Mar 25 J& WH Druitt, 
Bournemouth 

FAIRCLOUGH, JoHN, Burtonwood, Lancs, Farmer Marl4 Walihead & 8on, Warrington 

Fox, WILLIAM ANDER EW, Grange over Sands, Lancs. Surgeon Feb 29 Greenwood & 
Son, Kendal 

FRYER, JAMES WHALEY, Hawes, York Mar 30 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon 

yne 

HAvMOND, ARTHUR EpWARD, Whitchurch, Salop Mar 10 Payne & Co, Live spool 

HARVEY, MAX, Corringham rd, Golders Green Mari6 Nonweiler & Romain, Seymour 
p!, Bryanston sq 

AEATHC TE, FIANDER, Donington, Lincoln Mar 14 Smith & Co, Donington 

Hicks, WILLIAM, Raydon, Suffolk, Farmer Mar 31 Grimwade & Son, Hadleigh 

HINGE, ELIZABETH, Stanton Vrew, Somerset Mar 27 Me:de-King & Co, Bristol 

Horton, ELIZABETH, Rothwell, Haigh, nr Leeds, Market Gardener Mar 1 Elliott 
Leec 3s 

Houss, EutzA, Market Lavington, Wilts Marl Norris & Hancock, Devizes 

INGLIS, GEORGE MARTIN HENDERSON, George st, Hanover sq April 8 Ince & Co, 
St Bene’t chmbrs, Fenchurch st 

IORNS, FREDERICK, Weston sub Edge, Glous, Licensed Victualler Mar 11 Geoffrey & 
New, Chipping Campden 

Jess, EvizaA, Creamore Villa, nr Wem, Shropshire Feb 28 Lee, Whitchurch 

KEEFFE, CATHERIVE, Hatfield st, Stamford st, Lambeth Maril5 Gibson & Co, Portugal 
st bidgs, Lincoln s inn 

Kry, THOMAS, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Architect Mar 25 Cooper, Southwold, Suffolk 

LIETCH, SARAH, Carlton hill, Upper Hamilton ter Mar20 Elkin & Henriques, Sal'ers 
Hall ct, Cannon st 

MACCLESFIELD, the Right Hon MARY FRANCES, Coun‘ess of, Oxford Mar 30 Royds& 
Co, Bedford s¢ 

Mc VNAMARA, Colonel JAMES, Mount Park rd, Ealing Mar30 Woolley, Clement's inn 

MACREIGHT, WILLIAM WALKINSHAW, St Mary Church, Devon Mar 12 Hooper & 
Woollen, Torquay 

MASTERMAN, ELLEN, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Mar 14 Marsterman & Everington, 
Pancras ln 

Moore, RoBERT, Stanley Mar2 Nicholson & Martin, Stanley 

MorRGAN, EvaN, Llangeler, Carmarthen Mar 25 Evans & Thomas, Llandyssul 

MOosELEY, ELtzA, Torquay, Devon Mar 12 Wragge & Co, Birmingham 

MUMFORD, JANE ELIZABeTH, Westbourne Park rd, Blackheath Mar 17 Young & 
Sons, Mark In 

NORMAN, WILLIAM, Nunhead Mar 10 Wood, Finsbury eq 

Perri T. RorxeRrt, Richmond, Surrey Maris Satchel: & Co, King st 

PERRETT, JAMES, Melksham, Wilts, Farmer Marj8 Wansbroughs & Co, Devizes 

PLIMMER JOHN, Wolverhampton Mar’5 Fowler & Co, Wolverhampton 

POWELL, CHARLES WILLIAM, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex Mar 20 Prichard, Queen st 

RAWLING, MARY JANE, Birkdale, Lancs Mar 30 Pe.icock & Uo, Liverpool 

RICUARDSON, FRANK, Keswick rd, Putney Mar 21 Richardson & Co, Golden ay 
Regent st 

ROWELL, WILLIAM JoHN, Newton Abbot, Devon, Architect Mar12 Hacker & Michel- 
more, Newton Abbot 

SALMOND, WILLIAM, Torquay Mar 29 Rowe & Wi'kie, Basinghall st 

Scuetp, MARY, Fieldway cres, Highbury Mar25 Ratland, Chancery In 

Soort, CAROLINE, High Wycombe, Bucks Mar 30 Parker & Son, High Wycombe 

Simes, HENRY DANBY SEYMOUR GOMERSALL, Coleman st, Wool Broker Mar 10 Hasli, 
Martin's In 

SMITH, WILLIAM Hopkins, Cottenham, Cambs, Farmer Mar 14 
Cambridge 

STALLARD WILLIAM HENRY, Hanoversq Mar 381 Stallard & Son, Worcester 

SWARBRICK, MARY, Ashton on Mersey, Chester Mar 6 Norton & Howe, Manchester 

PaYLOR, GEORGIANA, Scarborough F-b24 Frank, Leeds 

PUCKER, MABEL OWEN, Newton Abbot, Devon Mari2 Hacker & Michaelmore, Newton 
Abbot 

TWELL, Ropert, Gosberton, Lincs, Farmer Mar 12 Smith & Co, Donington, aor 
Spalding 

VAUX, EDWARD PERCEVAL, Shenley, Herts Mar10 Wood, Finsbury sq 

WarTO¥, MARY ELIZABETH, Upper Richmond rd, Putney Mar20 Yarde «& Co, Ray- 
mond bligs 

WHITTAKER, ANN ELIzABeTH, Aughton, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer Mar 7 War- 
burton, Works >p 

Wess, ELIZABETH ANN, Buckfastleigh, Devon Mar 12 Hacker & Michelmore, New- 
ton Abbot 

Wetcu, JANE, Mitcham, Surrey April 1 Baker & Co, Abchurch !n 

WILLIAMS, JouN, Liverpool, S»ipwright April 14 Jones & Rees, Liverpool 

WILSON, JOHN PINDER, ltonbridge Mar 15 Graham & Co, New aq, Lincoln's inn 

WiLson, THOMAS HoLtT, Great Malvern, Norfolk Mar 7 Partridge & Wilson, Bury St 
Edmund is 

Woop ING, WITLIAM BENJAMIN, Porthcawl,Glam Mar 25 David, Bridgend 

WORTHINGTON, HERBERT, Victoria rd, Kensington Mar 25 Cope & Ce, Queen Anne's 
chmbrs, Westminster 

Waicut, CHARLES FRANCIS, George st, Portman sq Mar 21 
Suffolk In 

Wricnt, RACHEL, St John’s rd, Wimbledon Aprill G & M Goodman, St Helen's p 


London Gazette.—Tverspay, Feb. 20, 


ALLIs, EMMA, Bishopston, Bristol Mar 25 Surr & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

Ascrort, Joun, Caikwawa, Nyasaland, Planter Mar 20 Hyslop & Dickie, Dumfries 

BALDWIN, ALFRED, Gloucester, Plasterer Mar 17 Ciutterbuck, Gloucester 

BICKNELL, Percy, burnham, Bucks Mar 23 Kearsey & Co, Cannon st 

BLADON, JOHN, Solihull, Warwick April 20 Mitchell & Chattock, Birmirgham 

BLAKEMORE, WILLIAM AGUTTER, Bickley, Kent, Auctioncer Mar 15 Howse & Eve, 
Salters’ Hall ct, Cannon st 

s0OWCOCK, ANN, Warrington Mar 15 Wallhead & Son, Warrington 

BRYANT, ISABEL STANTON, Bishop's mans, Fulham Palave rd Mar 20 Parfitt, Fulham 
rd 

BUTCHER, CROUCHEN, Littleport, Cambridge, Farmer Mar25 Hall, Ely, Cambridge 

CALLIER, FERDINAND, St Leonards on Sea Aprill Chalinder & Herinzion, Hastings 

CasH, EMILY, Oxford and Cambridge mans, Marylebone April2 Morley & Co, Gresham 
house, Old Broad st 

Cnekky, JouN LAW, Bournemouth Mar 25 Mathews, Eastcheap 

Con, THOMAS HENRY, Sheffield Mari6 Bingley & Dyson, Sheffield 

Core, AARON, Red st, nr Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer Mar 25 Llewellyn & Son, 
Tunstall 

Cope, HANNAH, Red st, nr Newcastle under Lyme Mar 25 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 

COPPARD, LAWRENCE, Brighton Mar20 Uarker & Son, Brighton 

CRAMPTON, WILLIAM THOMAS, Leeds, Merchant Mar 30 Lumb, Leeds 

DOWLING, HENRY, Andoyer Southampton Marl Smith & Son, Andover 





Francis & Co, 


Kekewich & Co 
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eae 

powsine, MARY J+NE, Amersham rd, New Cross Mar26 Duke & Son, Ironmonger In | 

praPek, REBECCA, Burton on Trent Mar25 Russell & Son, Lichfield 

fow.er, EMtLy, Worthing Mar 30 Verrall & Sons, Worthing 

Frost, MARY, Nether Edge, Sheffield April2) Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

G@aMMON, EBENEZER, Godalming, Surrey, Draper Mar4 Day & Co, Godalm‘ng 

Gay, WILLIAM IRELAND, Sall, Norfolk, Farmer April 30 Woolsey & Thoruld, Norwich | 

GILLSON, MICHAEL, « xenhope, Yorks, Farmer Mar 1 Wrignt & Atkinson, Keighley 

Game, Josera, Choriton cum Hardy, Lancs Mar 21 Hockin & Co, Manchester 

HAMBLIN, JOHN, Princes st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler Mar 30 Crump & Co, 
Old Queen st, Westmiuster 

HARJETTL, SUSANNA WINLER, Southend, Essex Mar 5 Freeman, George St, Han- 
over 

JENNINGS, AMELIA ANN, Godolphin rd, Shepherd’s Bush Maril7 Wilson, Broad Court 
chmbrs, Covent Garden ; 

JonNsTON, CATHKRINE, Barrow in Furnes, Liucs April 1é 
Lancaster Office, London 

KEKEWICH, ANNA MAUDE, Sidmouth, Devon Mar 30 Ward & Co, Gracechurch st 

Kink, ROBERT SAMUEL, Brighton Mar9 Cardens, Brighton 5 

LASCELLES, Hon GEORGE EpWIN, Kirby, Wiske, Yorks Marl5 Newstead, Leeds 

Lines, JAMES, Manchester April2 Sale & Co, Manchester ¥ 

LUNN, WILLIAM, Blackpool, Companyhouse Keeper Marl Kay, Blackpool 

LyNN, WILLIAM THYNNE, Blackheath, Kent Mar 25 Dalston & Co, Southampton st 
Bloomsbary ‘ f ‘ 

MACKENZIE, ELIZABETH, Beckenham, Kent Maril4 Kerly & Co, Austin friars 


| 


Houston, Duchy of 


| STUART, ELIZABELH, Newcastle upon Tyne 
| upon Iyne 

| TASKER, WILLIAM WRIGHT, Kingston upon Hull Mar 25 Aske & Ferens, Hull 

| THACKWRAY, SARAH ANN, Ribbleton, Preston Mar 23 Shuttleworth & Dallas, Preston 
| TiMMs, ELIZABErH, Small Heath, Warwick Maris Redfern & Co, Birmingham 

TOMLINS, ANN, Thatcham, Berks Mar25 Tatnan & Co, Queen Victoria st 

| DE WINTON, ADA BYKoNn, Hathorley Court, Glos Mar25 Davenport & Co, Chancery In 
Mar 30 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 


| Wrigut, JoHN, Manchester, Manufacturer 


MARSHALL, HANNAH MARGARET, Brighton Mar 23 Saulez, Hove 

MAXFIELD, ALFRED Exnest, Taptonholme, Sheffield, Solicitor April 12 
Sheffield 

MILES, CHRISTOPHER GroRGE, Alburgh, Norfolk, Farmer Mar 2 


H&A Maxfield 


Sprake, Norwich 


MILLER, MARMADUKE, West Bridgeford, Nottingham, Upholsterer Mar20 Wells & 
Hind. Nottingham 
Penygraig, Glam, Architect Mar 12 James, 


| MorGAN, Isaac THOMAS NAUNTON, 
| Tonypandy 
NoRTHEY, LAURA SOPHIA, Eatonsq Mar 16 H>pgood & Dowsons, Spring gdns 
PRIESTLY, GEORGE, Leeds, Cartman Marl7 Lumb, Leeds 
PRINGLE, Sir GEORGE, Holbush rd, Patney, Barrister at Law 
- Strand 
REDMOND, DANIEL, Sutton didgs, City rd Mari17 Pidduck, Cannon st 
RICHARDSON, ROBERT HENRY, Bromley, Kent April 1 Bloxam & Co, Lincoln's inn 
fields 
SAYCE, HARRIETTE FLORA, Southborne on S2a, Hants Mar25 Wood, Chancery In 
Mar 22 Maughan & Ilall, Newcastle 


April 30 Savory & Co, 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —¥RIDAY, Feb. 16. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Autpay, Faaxx, Dake st, Strand, Dentist High Court 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 12 
Asu, Danret Groroe, Paddock Wood, Kent, Cabman Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 
Asutey, James Asay, Ashton uaoder Lyne, Traveller 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 





Kirsy, Faeperick Josera, Southport, Grocer Liverpool 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 13 
LameBert, Percy Lorr, Nottingham, Plain Net Manufac- 
turer Notuingham Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 | 
Ler, Eayest Percivat, Liverpool, Ironmonger Liverpool | 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 
Lesur, Gevres, Bentley, nr Doncaster, Builder Sh_-ffield | 
Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 12 
Lockyer, Atrarp Eanest, Brighton, Bu'lder 
Pet Jan 26 Ord Feb 13 
Lonspaue, Ricuarp, and Herserr Lonspate, Manchester, | 
Print Merchants Manchester Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 | 


B ighton 


7 J jacli i i ; Lowe, Herveat Tuomas, Kilsby, Northampton, Duiry- 
ay no Lv egy —” a, Som man Coventry Pet Keb 12 Ord Feb 12 : 
Bissett, Tuomas, Camblesforth, Yorks, Farmer York — nnn Yorks, Farmer York Pet Feb 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 ed Fe ; a 
‘ . ; . Mosk, Jesse, Maxey, nr Market Deeping, Northampton, 
Burien, Henry Ricnwasp Coparixetox, Teignmouth, tes Parsrbesonahh met fan Th tied dam ae 


Dentist Exeter Pet Jan31 Ord Feb 12 

Carrer, Pewetore, Eastbourne, Mulliner Lewes Pat 
Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Cooper, Witt1am Joun, Bristol, Baker Bristol Pet Feb 
13 Ord Feb 13 

Coaxey, Rosert Witttam, Mickleover, Derby, Hosier 
Derby Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Dawiet, Jons, Cilybebill,Glam, Farmer Neath Pet Feb 
14 Ord Feb 14 

Dawsow, Rayktive, St James’ sq High Court Pet Dec 4 
Ord Feb 13 

Dosyey, Westey, Darwen, Fancy Goods Dealer Black- 
burn Pet Feb9 Ord Feb9 

Dover, Joun Witiam, Blyton, Lincoln, Innkeeper Liacoln 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Esptin, 4AnoLp Hacus, Mobberley, Cheshire Manchester 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Evays, Cuartes Tuomas, Gosport, Hardware Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Faanxitx, Georae, Coventry, Builder Coventry Pet Feb 
14 Ord Feb 14 


Feaser, Bucu, Treorky, Glam, Draper's Traveller Ponty- 


pridd Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb 13 

Futter, George Henry, Lilandilo, Cabinet Maker Carmar- 
then Pet Jan20 Ord Feb 12 

Geauay, WALTER, 
High Court Pet Uct 14 Ord Feb1 

Ginsow, Pankiy, Barrow in Furness, Builder 
Furness Pet Jan 25 Ord Feb12 

Gow, Tuomas, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Furniture Dealer 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Hattatr, Faepraick Jos, Poole, Dorset, Butcher Poole 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb12 

Hawman, Dantet Farpentck Joux, Woking, Surrey, 
—- Corfectioner Guildford Pet Feb12 O:d 
eb 12 


Barrow in 


Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

lurry, Epwarp, Leicester Leicester Pet Feb 12 Ord 
eb 12 

Jaues, Davin Jouy, Aberfan, Merthyr Tydfil Baker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Joni, 3 J, Amhurst park, Cigar Merchant Edmonton Pet 

P gh Ord Feb 12 

ones, Howet, Llandudno, General Ironm>oger_ Bangor 
Pet Feb 14 O:d Feb 14 tint bions 


Plympton rd, + + [crams Builder | 
4 


| ANDREWS, 


' | Asa, 
Ho.mes, Kanest Farperick, Leicester, Butcher Leicester | 


Nocko.ps, Rosext, North Walshiwm, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 

Owen, Bexsamix Davin, Cefn Coed, Brecknock Grocer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Paut, Max, Hereford, Tailor Hereford Pet Feb 12 Ord 
Feb 12 | 

Perrer, Ricaarp, Little Abington, Cambs, Farmer Cam- | 
bridge Pet Jan3t Ord Feb 

Rrpp.k, Josera Henway, Moston, Manchester, Soap Boiler 
Manchester Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Saxtox, James Wiii1am, Newport, Mon, General Stores 
Dealer Newport,Mon Pet Feb !2 Ord Feb 12 

Stunss, Tom, Frome, Somerset, Butcher From2 Pet Feb | 
12 Ord Feb 12 

Wa wis, Caartes, Woking, Builder Guildford Pet Fe) 
12 Ord Feb 12 


ton on Trent Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Warp, Joan Witciam, Sakthorpe, Leicester, Baker Bur- 
Woop, Joun James Tucker, Exmouth, Grocer Exeter 


Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 


Amended Notice subs‘ ituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 16: 


Row:rper, Anni, Willenhall, Staffs 

Pet Dec 8 Ord Dee 12 
RECEIVING ORDER DISCHARGED. | 

Haarais, Jacon Davin, Liverpool, African Merchant Liver- 

pool Rec Ord, Aug 27,1929 Res Urd D.s, Feb 9, 1912 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Autpay, Faaxk, Duke st, Strand, Dentist Feb 26 at 11 
Ban«ruptey bidgs, Carey st 

A.Bert Ho.itaxp, Cheltenham, Pianoforte 

Tuaoer Feb 2s at 4 Cvouaty Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

Danie. Georae, Paddoce Wvod, Kent, Cabman | 
Feb 24at12 Off Ree, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Arxtnsos, Joun Wittiam, Windermere, Wescmoreland, 
House Farnisher Feb 27 at 3.15 Off Rec, 16, Corn- 
walls st, Barrow in Furoess 


Wolverhampton 


| 


Bentiey, Agtraue, Birstwith, Yorks, Farm Min Feb 26 


at 2.30 OJf Rec, The Red House, Dunc. mbe p', York 
3isseTT, Tuomas, Camblesforth, Yorks, Farmer F-b 27 at 
2.30 Off Rec, The Red Hous», Duncombe pl, York | 


Carrer, Pesevore, Eastbourne, Milliner Feb 24 .t 11,30 | 


Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pi, Brigoton | 


| Watuis, CHARLES, 


| Attpay, Frank, Duke st, Strand, Dentist 


Corney, Rosgat Wictram, Mickleover, Derby, Hosier Feb 
26 at 12 Ott Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, De: by 

Dawsox, Rankine, St James’sq Fev 26at 12 Bankruptcy 
b'dgs, Carey st 

Dosyxey, Wesury, Darwen, Lancs, Fancy Goods 
Feb 26 at il uff Ree, 13, Winekley st, Preston 

izemayx, Wactrer, Piympton 1d, Brondesbury, Builder 
Feb 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bldyga, Carey st 

Gitt, Vivian Lispuxy, Ashton under Lyne, Leather 
Merchint Feb 26 at 3 * Off Roe, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Haccerr, feaeperick Jon, Poole, Dorset, Butcher Feb 26 
at 3.30 Arcade chmors (first floor), Bournemouth 

Hammono, Samuxc, Welliagvorough, Northampton, Pork 
Butcher Feb 23 at 12 Ulf tec, The Parade, North- 
amoton 

Harman, Danie Faeveaick Joux, Woking, Surrey 
Feb 26 at 11 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Haraixeros, Tuomas Henry, Kendal, Off-Licence Holder 
Feb 27 at 3 Of Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 

Hoimes, Eavest Fusperick, Leicester, Butcher 
atl2 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Dealer 


Feb 24 


| Hvueaxs, Wittiam, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Feb 27 at 12 


Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
Imvey, Epwarp, Leicester 
Berridge st, Leicester 
Laweence, Epwin Geonres, Fore st, Edmonton, Baker 
Feb 26 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
Ler, Eanest Percivat, Liverpool, Ironmonger Feb 27 at 
il Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Feb 24 at 12,30 Off Ree, 1, 


| Lockyer, Atrrep Eanest, Brighton, Builder Feb 24 at 


11 Off Kec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Lyscu, Witiiam Henay, Burnley, Draper Feb 24 at 11 
Off Ree, 13, Winckiley st, Preston 

Mavenvic, James Henny Avexanver, Castle Hedingham, 
Essex (As previously gazetted) 

Mason, Georosr, Helperly, Yorxs, Farmer Feb 26 at 3.30 
Off Ree, The Red House, Duncombe pl, Yor 

Marrugwmay, Joux, Thuriston, York, Farmer Feb 27 at 
lL Off Rec, Figtree ln, Shettield 


| Mircaect, Avrrep, Surbiton, Surrey Feb 26 at 12 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
| Ricnarps, Ricuagp Wa rer, Llandudno, Physician Feb 


27 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


| Saxron, James Witciam, Newport, Mon, General Stores 


Dealer Feb 24 at 1L Otf Rec, 144, Commercial st 

Newport, Mon 
Woking, Surrey, Builder Feb 26 at 

11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Warp, JouneWitiiam, Oakthorpe, Leicester, Baker Feb 
26 at 11.30 Off Kee, 5, Victoria buiidings, Loudon rd 
Derby 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
High Court 


Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 14 


| Asn, Dasizu Geoxzor, Paddock Wood, Cabman Tunbridge 


Ord Feb 12 
Asbton under Lyne, Lancaster 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 


Wells Pet Feb 12 
Asaiey, James ALnan, 
Ashton under Lyne 


Asrixatt, Josreru, Bucknall, Hanley, Colliery Owner 
Hanley Pet Aug 5 Ord Feb 13 
Beytvey, -Arxravas, Birstwith, Yorks, Farm Man York 


Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MooRGartyr 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in 1890. 


sTreaRanmrT, LONDON, 


w.c. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 
Suitable Insurance Ciauses tor inserting in Leases ur Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 


9” epplicatjon. 


The Corporation has extended its operations, and, in addition to Licenses Insurance, now covers 
risks in connection with:—Fire, Consequential Loss, Burglary, Workmen’s Compensation, 
Fidelity Cuarantee, Third Party, etc., under a perfeoted Pooling system of Insurance. 
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Berweretx, Saucer, Elgbiston, Birmingham Birmingham 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb 12 : 
Bessect, Parse, Kingston. Surrey, Stockbroker High 

) Pet Nov25 Ord Feb 12 
Hexrey Ricaaro Coprixeros, 
Dentist Exeter Pet Jan 31 Ord Feb 14 
Bisserr, Tuomas, Camblesforth, Yorks, Farmer York 
Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 


Burves, 


Castie, Faevenick Wittiam, Alcester cres. Upper Clapton 


Ord Feb 12 
Warwick, 


Baker Bristol 


High Court Pet Aug 4 

Ciay, Saovtro Evetys, Nuneaton, 
Coveotry PetJan26 Ord Feb 14 

Coorer, Witttam Joan, Easton, Bristol, 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Cox, Raymonpn Hanpixc, Jermyn ct, Jermyn st High 
Court Pet Oct 31 Ord Feb 13 

Coraxey, Roserr Wittram, Derby, Hosier Derby Pet 

Pet Fa 


Builder 
Builder 


Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Dantet, Joux, Cilybebill, Glam, Farmer Neath 
14 Ord Feb 14 

Day, James Atrazp, Dawes rd, Fulham, Dispensing 
Chemist High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord Feb 10 

pe Varaour, Magire Evexa Veronica Fevix, Maddox st, 
Robe Maker High Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Feb 12 

Dosyey, Weatey, Darwen, Fancy Goods Dealer Black- 
born Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 9 

Dover, Joun Wixutam, Blyton, Lincs, Innkeeper Lincoln 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 

Esriin, Hanotp Haaor, Mobberley, Chester 
Pet Feb 138 Ord Feb 13 

Evaxs, Onartes Taomas, Gosport, Hardware Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 13 

Faayxwiy, Groroes, Coventry, Builder Coventry Pet Feb 
14 Ord Feblsé 

Geamax, Wacrer, Plympton rd, Brondesbury, Builder 
High Court Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Gissos, Parxtx, Barrow in Furness, Builder Barrow in 
Furness Pet Jan 25 Ord Feb 12 

Git, Viviaw Lixptey, Ashton under Lyne, Leather 
Merchant !Ashton under Lyne Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 10 

Gow, Tuomas, L eigh on Sea, Essex, Furniture Dealer 
Chelmsford Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

HALLETT, FREDERICK JoB, Poole, Dorset, Butcher 
Pet Febi2 Ord Feb 12 

HARMAN, DANIEL FREDeRICK JoHN, 
Wholesale Confectioner Guildford 
Feb 12 

Hepors, HENRY, Sydenham, Kent, Nurseryman 
wich Pet Jan li Ord Feb 13 

Hopason, Percy, Hyde, (h ster, Engineer 
Lyne PetJan22 Ori Feb l4 

Houmes, ERNEST FRE ERICK, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet Febilz Ord Feb 12 

Impey, EDWARD, Leicester  Leic. ster 
Feb lz 

James, Davip Jonun, Aberfan, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 13 

Jones, Joun, Clydach, Glam, Rollerman 
30 Ord Feb 12 

KILBY, FREDERICK JosBPH, Southport, Grocer 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 14 

LAMBERT, PeacY Lort, Nottingham, Plain Net Manu 
facturer Nottingham Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 = 

LAWRENCE, EDWIN GroreEk, Fore st, Edmouton, Baker 
Edmonton Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb 12 

Lek, ERNEST PERCIVAL, Liverpool, Ironmonger 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

LONSDALE, RICHARD, and HERBERT LON-DALK, Manches 

or, Print Merchants Manchester Pet Feb 12 Ord 

Feb 12 

Lowk, HERBERT THOMAS, Kilsby, Northampton, Dairy- 
man Coventry Pet Feblz Ord Feb 12 

MAJENDIE, JAMES HENRY ALEXANDER, Castle Heding 
ham, Essex High Court Pet Aug 31 Ord ¥eb 14 

Mason, Geornor, Helperby, Yorks, Farmer York 
Feb 10 Ord Feb lw ; 


Manchester 


Poole 


Woking, 
Pet Veh iz 


Surrey 


Green- 


Batcher 


Pet Feb 12 Ord 


Merthyr Tydfil, Baker 
Ord Feb 13 
Neath Pet Jan 


Live ‘pool 


Liverpoul 


MATTHEWMAN, JOHN, Thurstone, Yorks, Farmer Barnsley 


Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 14 

NOCKOLDS, Ropert, North 
Norwich Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

OwkeN, BENJAMIN DAVID, Cefn Coed, Brecknock, Groce 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Febi3 Ord Feb 13 

PAUL, MAX, Hereford, Tailor Hereford Pet Feb 12 
Feb 12 

PERCIVAL, ALFRED, Canning Town, E«sex, Grocer 
Court Pet Jan 11 Ord Feb 12 

PHILLIPS. HENRY RIVERS, Swansea 
2) Ord Febi4 


High Court Pet Dec 


RIDDLE, JoserH HENRY, Moston, Manchester, Soap Boiler | 


Manchester Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 


BAXTON, JAMES WILLIAM, Newport, Mon, General Stores | 


Dealer Newport, Mon Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 
SCHONTHEIL, SIMON, Sutherland av, Maida Vale, Teacher 
High Court Pet Jan 18 Ord Feb 10 
Stusss, Tom, Frome, Somerset, Butcher 

Febiz2 Ord Feb 12 
WARD, JOHN WILLIAM, Oakthorpe, Leicester, 
Burton on Trent Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 
WEST, STEPHEN, Thornhill rd, Croydon, Meat Salesman.s 
Canvasser Croydon Pet Jan 24 Ord Feb 13 
Woop Joun James TuckER, Exmouth, Grocer 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb l4 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 12: 
ROWLEDGE, ANNIE, Willenhall, Statis 
Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Hanats, Jacos Davin, Liverpool, African Merchant Liver 
pool Adjud Sept 6,1909 Annul Feb 9, 1912 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Feb. 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALLSOP, FRANK, Hassop, nr Bakewell, Derby, Farmer 
Derby Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 
AUSTIN, GEORGE ALBERT, Newport, Mon, Watchmaker 
Newport, Mou Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 
BRONSTEIN, SOLLY, High st, Shoreditch, Stationer High 
Court PetJan 2 Ord Feb 15 
Coss, W Se.sy, Mill Hill Park, Middix, Laundry Pro- 
prietor Brentford Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 16 


Frome Pet 


Baker 


Exeter 


Teignmouth, | 


| FRANKE, 





Ord | 
| SYKES, ALBERT EDMUND, 


| 
Ashton under | 





Pet | 


Walst Norfolk. F. | EspLin, HAROLD HuGUR, Mobberley, 
alsham, Norfolk, Farmer | 


Ord | 


High | 


Wolverhampton | 





Crowson, DANIEL, Market Deeping, Northamptom 
Builder Peterborough Pet Jan6 Ord Feb 16 

DAVies, ROSSER LLEWELLYN, Pontardawe, Glam, Collier 
Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Dopson, JAMES, Lower Wanhorough, Wilts, Farmer 
Swindon Pet F b16 Ord Feb 16 

Dowson, GE°RGE WILLIE CoveRDAL®, Laxfield, Suffolk, 
Poultry Keeper Ipswich Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

EvWARDS, SAMUEL, Newbridge, Mon, Builder Newport, 
Mon Pet Feb 16 Ord Fe 16 

EVERTON, WALTER JAMES, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Patt, Fall wfield, Manchester, Commercial 
Cierk Manches‘er Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

GRAHAM, HUBERT RERGER, raig’s ct House, Charing 
Cross, Comeulting Engineer High Court Pet Dec 29 
Ord Feb 16 

HASWELL, BENJAMIN, and JOHN WAUGH, 
Builders Newe.stle upon Tyne Pet Feb 17 
Feb 17 

HOLMES, ALLAN, Great Grimsby, Fish Frier Great Grimsby 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

Izop, JosEPH, Maidox st, Expert Picture Restorer High 
Court Pet Dec 27 Ord Feb 16 

JENKINS, ALFRED, Abergavenny, Mon, Wine Merchant 
Tredegar Pet Febi16 Ord Feb 14 

KELLY, JouN OLIVER THoOMas, Erdington, Warwick, 
Advertising Contractor Birminshim Pet Jan 30 
Ord Feb 15 

KEMP BROTHERS, 
Builders Nantwich Pct Feb 6 

Lops, JOHN WATKINS, South Tawton, 
Plym uth Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

MATTHews, JOHN WILLIAM, Garforth, Yorks, Cab Pro- 
prietor Wakefle'd Pet Feb 16 Urd Feb 16 

ORTON, CHARLES JAMES WILLIAM, Ruckinge, Kent, Farmer 
Canterbury Pet Jan 30 Ord Feb l4 

RANSOM, WILLIAM, Brentford, Confectioner 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

ScorT, Horace Grorer, Mark In. Grain Sampler 
Court Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Scott, JoHN ADAM, Lawn rd, Hampstead, Tapestry Manu- 
facturee High Court Pet Jan6 Ord Feb 15 

SHIRLEY, JEoORGER, Ross, Her. ford, China Dealer Hereford 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

SODEMANN, ©, Bartlett's bldgs, Holborn c'rcus High Court 
Pet Jao 26 Ord Feb 15 


Fruit Merchant 


Gateshead, 
Ord 


Market Draytwn, Slop, Carriage 
Ord Feb 16 


Devon, Farmer 


Brentford 
High 


North Orme-by, Yorks, Grocer 
Middlesborough Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

WARREN, WILLIAM HENRY PLUM&, Stony Stratfor1, Bucks, 
Decorator Northampton Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

Woop, Vincent Lowrig, East Cowes, Isle of Wight, Drug 
Store Proprietor Newport Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 13; 


SMITH-TYLER, RICHARD ALFRED, West Bridgford, Notts 
Turf Commission Agent Nottingham Pet Jan 26 
Ord Feb 7 

FIRST MEETINGS. 


ASHLEY, JAMES ALBAN, Ashton under Lyne, Traveller 
Feb 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Monchester 

Boocock, JAMES HENRY, Birmingham, Moulding Factor 
Mar | at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

BRONSTEIN, SOLLY, High st, Shoreditch, Wholesale 
Stationer Mar 1 at il Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

BUTLER, HENRY RICHARD CODRINGTON, T-vignmouth, 
Dentist Mar 1 at 11.45 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 

CARDEN, WILLIAM JAMES, Chalfont St Giles, Bucks, Baker 
Feb 28 at 11.30 1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 

Dopson, JAMES, Lower Wanoborough, Wilts, 
Mar lat3 Off Rec, 28, Regent cir, Swindon 

Dovck, JOHN WILLIAM, Blyton, Lincoln Innkeeper 
Feb 29 at 12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

eshire Feb 28 at 


Farmer 


330 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

EVANS, CHARLES THOMAS, Gosport, Hardware Merchant 
Feb 29 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junct, High st, 
Poutemouth 

EVANS, DAVID WILLIAM, Aberystwyth, Printer Feb 29 
ati2.30 4, Baker st, Aberystwyth 

EVANS, JOHN EDWARD, Aberystwyth, Printer Feb 29 at 
12.30 4, Baker st, Aberystwyth 

Evans, THomas Lewis, Abergwynfi, Glam Feb 28 at 11 
Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

EVERTON, WALTER JAMES, Leicester, Frait Merchant 
Feb z8at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

FILBY, HENRY, High Wycombe, Bucks, Timber Merchant 
Feb 29 at 11 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

FRANKLIN, GroroR, Coventry, Builder Feb 20 at 11 Off 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

FRASER, HuGH, Treorky, Glam, Traveller Feb 29 at 12 
Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St Catherine's st, 
Pontypridd 

GopLEY, MATTHEW JAMES, Worksop, Licensed Victualler 
Feb 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffie!d 

Gow, THOMAS, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Furniture Dealer Feb 
w8at3 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GRAHAM, BEN, jun, Huddersfield, Builder Feb 28 at 
10.45 Law Society's Room, Imperial Arcade, New st, 
Huddersfield 

GrauaM, Hupert Beroer, Craig's ct House, Charing 
Cross, Consulting Engineer Feb 23 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GRANT, GEORGE WILLIAM, Kirkley, South Lowestoft, 
Boarding House Keeper Feb 28 at 12 Off Rec, 8, 
King st, Norwich 

HASWE..L, BENJAMIN, and JoHN WaAvGH, Gateshead, 
Builders Feb 29 at 11 County Court, Westgate rd, 

. Newcastle upon Tyne 

HEAL, CHARLES, Weston super Mare, Grocer Feb 28 at 
11.45 Off Ree 

Hopeson, Percy, Hyde, Cheshire, Engineer Feb 28 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

IzoD, Joszrs, M 


28 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 





x st, Expert Picture Restorer Feb 


James, DAVID JoHN, Aberfan, Merthyr Tydfil, Baker 
Fe> 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

JoNKS, HOWEL, Llandudno, General Ironmonger Mar 1 at 
12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

KELLY, JOHN OLIVER THOMAS, Erdington, 
Acivertising Contractor Mar 1 at 12 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

KILBY, FREDERICK JOSEPH, Southport, Groc r Mar 1 at 
1l Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

LESLIE, GEORGE, Bentley, nr Doncaster, Builder Feb 99 
atl2 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sh fleld 

LIFELY, BENJAMIN, Trowbridge, Wilts, Dealer Feb 28 at 
12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bris ol 

Low, HERBERT THOMAS, Kilsby, Northampton, Dairyman 
Feb 28 at11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

MCMILLAN, CHARLES OLDHAM, Portmadoc, Electrician 
Feb 29at12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

NocKoLDs, Ropert, North Walsham, Norfolk, Farmer 
Feb 28 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

OWEN, BENJAMIN DAVID, Cwotaff, Cefn Coed, Brecknock, 
Grocer Feb 23 at 12.15 Off Rec, County Court, Town 
Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

PEPPER, RICHARD, Little Abington, Cambridge, Farmer 
Feb 28at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

RICHARDS, EDWIN JOHN, Bristol, Chartered Accountant 
Feb 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Scott, HORACE GEORGE, Ma:k In, Grain Sampler Mar Lat 
it Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Stott, JoHN ADAM, Lawn rd, Hampstead, Tapestry Mana- 
facturer Feb29at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Varey st 

Smiru-TYLER, RICHARD ALFRED, We-t Bridaford, No‘ts 
Turf Commission Agent Feb 28atl1l Off Rec, 4, Castile 
pl, Park st, Nottingham 

SODEMANN, C, Bartlett’s bidgs, Holborn cir Feb 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SykEs, ALBERT EDMOND, North Ormesby, Yorks, Grocer 
Feb 28 at 11.30 Uff Rec, Court chmbra, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

WILLIS, FREDERICK PHILLIP, Higher Stoke. Devon 
Baker Feb 29 at 3.15 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Woop, JoHN JAMES TUCKER, Exmouth, Grocer Feb 28 at 
1l Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

ALLSOP, FRANK, Hassop, nr Bakewell, Derby, Farmer 
Derby Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

AUSTIN, GEORGE ALBERT, Newport, Mon, Watchmaker 
Newport, Mon Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

CARTER, PENELOPE, Eastbourne, Milliner Lewes Pet Feb 
12 Ord Feb 17 

Couen, ELIAS Morris, High st, Putney Wandsworth Pet 
Jan 12 Ord Feb 15 

DAVigSs, RosseR LLEWELLYN, Pontardawe, Glam, Collier 
Neath Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Dopson, James, Lower Wanborough, 
Swindon Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

Dowson, GEORGR WILLIE COVERDALE, Laxfie'd, Suffolk, 
Pcultry Keeper Ipswich Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

EDWARDS, SAMUEL, Newbridge, Mon, Builier Newport, 
Mon Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

EVANS, DAVID WILLIAM, Aberystwyth, Printer Aberyst- 
wyth Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 17 

EveextTon, WALTER JAMES, Leicester, Fruit Merehant 
Leicester Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb i6 

FRANKE, PAUL, Fallowfield, Manchester, Commercial 
Clerk Manchester Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 

FOLLER, GEoRGE Henry, Liandilo, Cabinet Maker 
marthen Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb 16 

HASWELL, BENJAMIN, and JOHN WaveH, Gateshead, 
Builders Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Feb 17 Ord 
Feb 17 

HoLMes, ALLAN, Great Grimsby, Fish Fryer 
Grimsby Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

JENKINS, ALFRED, Abergavenny, 
Tredegar Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

LESLIE, GEORG", Bentley, nr Doncaster, Builder 
Pet Jani5 Ord Feb 16 

Loss, JOHN WATKINS, South Tawton, Devon, Farmer P.y 
mouth Pet Feb16 Ord feb 16 

MATTHEWS, JOHN WILLIAM, Garforth, Yorks, Cab Pro- 
prietor Wakefield Pet Feb16 Ord Feb 16 

MITCHELL, ALFRED, Surbiton, Surrey Kin ston, Surrey 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Feb 15 

MONS&LL, CECIL CoREY, Maidenhead, Cigar Manufacturer 
Windsor Pet Dec 16 Ord Feb 14 

PEPPER, RICHARD, Little Abington, 
Cambridge Pet Jan31l Ord Feb 15 

RICHARDS, RICHARD WALTER, Llandudno, 
Bangor Pet Jani8 Ord Feb 15 

Scott, HorRACe GeORGB, Mark In, Grain Sampler 
Court Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

SHIRLEY, GEORGE, Ross, Hereford, China Dealer 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

SMITH-TYLER, RICHARD ALFRED, West Bridgford, Notts, 
Turf Commission Agent Nottingham Pet Janu 
Ord Feb 16 

SYKES, ALBERT EDMUND, North Ormesby, Yorks, Grocer 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb i4 Ord Feb 14 

THoMAS, ROBERT, Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler 
Shrewsbury Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 15 

THOMPSON, GEORGE FORRESTER, West Byfleet, Surrey 
Kivgston, Su.rey Pet July 14 Ord Feb 13 

VAUGHAN, WILMOT CHARLES, Trafalgar sy High Court 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Feb 15 : 

WALLIS, CHARLES, Woking, Surrey, Builder Guildford 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 16 

Wuitney, F P, Christopher st, Finsbury High Court 
Pet Dec i2 Ord Feb 15 

Woop, Vincent LowriE, East Cowes, I of W, Drug Store 
Proprietor Newport Pet Feb 15 Ord Febi5 _ 

YARROW, HERBERT LoUIs, Regent's Park rd, Licensed Vic 
tualler High Court Pet Jan2 Ord Feb 17 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

GUILLON, JOHN, Gillingham, Kent, Foreman in HM Dock- 
yard Rochester Adjud June 9, 1904 Annal Feb 14, 
1912 

Woop, STEPHEN, Thackley, Bradford, Farmer Bradford 
Adjud Nov 10,1902 Annul Feb 17, 1912 


Warwick 
Ruskin chmbrs, 
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Car- 


Great 
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Cambs, Farmer 
Physician 
High 


Hereford 
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